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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


The House met at 1330. 
Prayers. 


MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 


BILINGUISME EN ONTARIO 


M. Poirier : La communauté franco-ontarienne a te- 
1, au cours de la derniére fin de semaine, a Toronto, son 
‘emier Sommet de la francophonie ontarienne. Le but de 
tte assemblée était d’élaborer un plan de développement 
obal de la communauté franco-ontarienne. 

J'ai noté avec intérét la présence vendredi soir du mi- 
istre fédéral des Affaires constitutionnelles, le trés hono- 
ible Joe Clark. Dans son discours, M. Clark a exprimé, 
itre autres, le souhait de voir d’autres provinces suivre 
exemple du Nouveau-Brunswick et se déclarer officielle- 
ient bilingues. Evidemment, |’invitation était surtout lan- 
$e a |’Ontario, vu les circonstances. Et quelle fut la 
‘action du gouvernement néo-démocrate de |’Ontario en 
uise de réplique au souhait de M. Clark et a celui de la 
ymmunauté franco-ontarienne ? Le ministre délégué aux 
ffaires francophones, de passage au Sommet le lende- 
ain de la visite de M. Clark, réaffirmait la position des 
éo-démocrates que |’Ontario ne serait pas déclaré offi- 
iellement bilingue, mais que l’accent serait plutdt mis sur 
développement des services 4 la communauté franco- 
ntarienne. 

Voici donc le ministre délégué aux Affaires franco- 
hones qui vient nous dire encore une fois le maintien du 
atu quo, en utilisant les mémes paroles répétées ad nau- 
am par les anciens chefs des gouvernements conserva- 
urs de l|’Ontario. Plus ¢a change, plus c’est pareil. Quel 
trait des belles paroles et de l’engagement du premier 
inistre, au cours de la derniére campagne électorale, a 
ire de |’Ontario une province officiellement bilingue. 


DISPOSAL OF DEAD ANIMALS 


Mr Villeneuve: I rise to report a growing health and 
avironmental problem which is threatening all of rural 
ntario. 

The farm financial situation is causing many farmers to 
sandon the use of deadstock dealers in disposing of dead 
attle, calves and hogs. They are simply unable to afford 
le fees being charged. Deadstock dealers have been 
yrced to make up for 80% declines in rendering revenue 
nd approximately 70% declines in the revenue from hide 
ales alone. 

Under the Dead Animal Disposal Act the farmer must 
ither bury a dead animal under at least two feet of earth 
ithin 48 hours of the loss or have it removed by a li- 
sensed deadstock dealer. As fees have gone up the number 
f animals removed by dealers has in some cases dropped 
y up to 60%. An increasing number of dead animals are 
eing disposed of by farmers, sometimes in violation of 
le act. During winter, for example, we know that animals 
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are not being buried in the frozen ground and they are 
often just dumped. 

The health and environmental implications are rather 
obvious. This government simply cannot allow deadstock 
dealers to disappear. We need them to protect our health 
and our waterways. So far this government is reviewing 
the act. It wants to research alternative disposal methods 
and to launch a communications campaign. 

That is not good enough. Without dealers, the problem 
will escalate. This government has its own study of the 
industry which indicates major operating losses for the 
foreseeable future. We need action, not ads. . 


ANNIVERSARY OF CHIN RADIO-TV INTERNATIONAL 


Mr Perruzza: Today I would like to take the opportu- 
nity to congratulate CHIN Radio-TV International for its 
25th anniversary, which it celebrated on Thursday 6 June. 
Mr Lombardi, the founder and president of CHIN, has 
spent more than 40 years promoting multiculturalism and 
multilingualism because he believed there was a need to 
serve new Canadians in their own language so they could 
participate in their communities and eventually become 
citizens. 

Mr Lombardi once told his loyal listeners in a New 
Year’s message: “Most of you who speak out in languages 
and cultures other than English and French came over as 
landed immigrants. You chose this Canada of ours as your 
new home. Some of you came as disabled persons, the 
result of war. Some of you landed as an adventure. For 
whatever reason you came, you stayed. To those of you 
who stayed to help, to rebuild your lives, to raise families, 
to contribute immensely to the fabulous growth of our city, 
our province, our country, let me say thank you for your 
daring, for your courage, for your love of democracy and 


_ for your Canadian style.” Today I would like to say thank 


you to Mr Lombardi and CHIN for everything they have 
done for our multicultural communities. 

CHIN Radio is one of the most extensive multicultural- 
multilingual broadcasting radio stations in the world. 
Today CHIN broadcasts in 30 languages and more than 30 
cultural communities in the greater Metropolitan Toronto 
and southern Ontario areas and has weekend service on 
Global TV and CITY TV. CHIN is always reaching out to 
the communities it serves in an effort to bring people of all 
ages and cultural backgrounds together. One example of 
this is the annual picnic, which brings together 250,000 
people each year. 

Again, I would like to congratulate CHIN for its 25 
very successful years and wish it many more. 


AMBULANCE SERVICES 


Mr Mahoney: I would like to bring to the attention of 
the House and particularly to the Minister of Health the 
recent article in the Mississauga News with the headline 
“Ambulance Cutbacks Put Lives in Jeopardy.” 
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It goes on to say, “Recent cutbacks within the Halton- 
Mississauga Ambulance Service may have cost a life,” 
according to a medical attendant. This attendant, who re- 
quested anonymity to avert reprisals at work, which is 
scary in itself, said he and many fellow ambulance officers 
feel their safety and patients’ health are at risk because of 
recent Ministry of Health changes that have stripped down 
emergency Services. 

He illustrated the point with a story of an ambulance 
worker who said a crew stationed in the Cawthra Road- 
Queensway area had to respond recently to a call at Dixie 
Road and Eglinton Avenue to an elderly person who had 
been found without vital signs. The response time was 
over 10 minutes, a very lengthy time, I am sure the minis- 
ter would agree. This man felt that had the station at Dixie 
and Britannia roads been staffed that shift, the response 
time could have been cut to five minutes. 

I would ask the Minister of Health to ask her staff to 
look at this situation and to review the level of ambulance 
service in our community. I would also ask her to look at 
the Shapiro report, which recommends regional ambulance 
service in our community. In fact, it was a resolution by 
Frank Bean and his council that supported that exact situa- 
tion occurring. I recognize the smirks are because we did 
not do it, but we certainly supported it. I supported it as a 
local member and I would ask for her help in this very 
important issue. 


VICTOR LING | 


Mr Eves: It is with great pleasure that I stand today in 
order to pay tribute to Dr Victor Ling for his outstanding 
achievement in having won one of the world’s most presti- 
gious international awards in cancer research, the General 
Motors Kettering medal. 

Dr Ling will be honoured today for the most important 
recent discovery in diagnosis or treatment of cancer. This 
acknowledgement is extremely important because it is the 
first time a Canadian scientist has won this award, consid- 
ered second only to the Nobel Prize for cancer research. 

Dr Ling is the head of the molecular and structural 
biology division at Princess Margaret Hospital- Ontario 
Cancer Institute and is also a professor of medical bio- 
physics at the University of Toronto. I would like other 
members of the Legislature to join with me today in con- 
gratulating Dr Ling for having made all Canadians and the 
people of Ontario extremely proud. 

1340 
RECYCLING 


Mr Drainville: Exciting developments are happening 
in my riding of Victoria-Haliburton around the develop- 
ment of recycling projects. Specifically, I am proud of the 
efforts of the Victoria Recycling Association to effectively 
reduce the amount of material ending up in our landfill 
sites. Our efforts, as I mentioned in an earlier statement, 
are recognized as being among the most effective in the 
province today. 

Our community is also actively working to use re- 
cycled material in manufacturing. Using the resources of 
the ministries of the Environment and Industry, Trade and 
Technology, I am working side by side with our municipal 


governments and local businesses to make Victoria 
Haliburton a leading community in the fight to have a safi 
and economically sustainable environment. We are devel 
oping plans to make significant inroads into streamin| 
what was once considered waste towards the production 0 
useful commodities. 

It is the efforts of the residents, businesses and loca 
government of Victoria-Haliburton which will stop the de 
struction of our environment. It is the job of politicians an 
government to help them create a vision of what a gree 
world can be, and then to support their efforts. In othe 
words, we must all think globally and act locally. 

I ask the members of this House to join me in thankin; 
the members of the Victoria Recycling Association fo 
their efforts to make our world just a little bit better to liv 
in. 


NEWMARKET VETERANS 


Mr Beer: Communities across the country are cur 
rently welcoming home armed forces personnel wh 
served in the Persian Gulf. It is my pleasure to rise toda 
in the House and tell you of a group of veterans who hav 
continued their service long after their battle years wer 
over. 


This week, the Newmarket Veterans’ Association cele 
brates its 75th anniversary of public service in the Aurora 
Newmarket area. This association was started in 1916 b 
four First World War veterans who were determined t 
give as much in peacetime as they had in war. It has grow 
into a community of over 300 caring men and women wh 
quietly go about the job of making ours a better place t 


live. 


Fellow veterans and their families who need moral o 
financial support can turn to the members of the NVA 
Local branches of organizations such as the Canadian Can 
cer Society, the Heart and Stroke Foundation, St John Am 
bulance and the Salvation Army can depend on the vets t 
help in their annual campaigns. As well as caring for th 
living, the NVA takes great pride in the care and keepin 
of our local war monuments and the cemetery plots o 
fallen comrades. 

This is an organization dedicated to remembering thos 
who fell in battle and those who have passed on since 
They live the words that most of us consider only on Re 
membrance Day, “Lest we forget.” Please join me in con 
gratulating the members of the Newmarket Veterans 
Association on the occasion of their 75th anniversary an 
thank them for their past, present and future service t 
community and country. 


BICYCLING SAFETY 


Mrs Cunningham: This afternoon in the Legislature 
will be introducing my private member’s bill, An Act t 
amend the Highway Traffic Act, 1991. This bill will mak 
the wearing of helmets mandatory by bicyclists on ou 
roads. 

Each year in Canada over 60 children will die in bik 
accidents, most from head injuries. Over 5,000 childre 
will be seriously injured. The statistics are overwhelming. 


i 
_ Bicycle safety helmets are highly effective in prevent- 
2g head injury. In fact, it has been determined that wear- 
g a helmet can decrease the risk of bicycle-related head 
jury by up to 85%. A bicycle helmet is the most impor- 
at single piece of equipment for reducing the incidence 
serious head injuries. Rehabilitation following a head 
jury is long, and in many cases the consequences are 
ormanent. 

_ Wearing an approved bicycle helmet is a preventive 
easure, yet in a study at the Children’s Hospital of East- 
n Ontario in 1988 it was found that even after an acci- 
*nt fewer children wear them. Legislation is vital to 
ducing cycling injuries and deaths. 

_ This bill is scheduled for debate on 27 June during 
‘ivate members’ hour. I look forward to support from all 
ities for referring this non-partisan legislation to a stand- 
g committee for further debate. It is necessary to protect 
tizens from head injury tragedies and the ongoing dis- 
yilities that change their lives for ever. 


CHILD POVERTY 


Mr Christopherson: It is with pride that I rise to in- 
am members of this House of an innovative and creative 
litiative that is taking place in my community. 

The Hamilton-Wentworth Child Poverty Forum is a 
roject intended to mobilize the community to develop a 
ymprehensive, community-based strategic plan for the 
imination of the effects of poverty on children by the 
ear 2000. Since it is necessary that solutions involve the 
any sectors that make up our community, groups repre- 


snting labour, business, education, health and recreation _ 


ill meet with people living the day-to-day reality of pov- 
tty to develop a concrete plan of action. 

Hamilton-Wentworth is the first community in Canada 
lat is taking this approach in looking at the root causes of 
nild poverty. According to Mike Pennock, director of the 
ocial Planning and Research Council of Hamilton and 
istrict, “Solving the monumental and serious problem of 
nhild poverty has never been attempted by a community in 
anada.” Mr Pennock has already received numerous calls 
nd requests for information from across the country, in- 
luding from the government of Saskatchewan. 

Once again, the people of Hamilton-Wentworth are 
isplaying leadership in joining together, setting commu- 
ity priorities and doing something about it. They have my 
holehearted support, and I am sure the members of this 
louse will join me in commending their efforts and wish- 
ig them every success. 


VISITOR 


The Speaker: I would like to invite members to wel- 
ome this afternoon, seated in the Speaker’s gallery, the 
lonourable Evan Walker, member of the Victorian Legis- 
itive Council for Melbourne province, Australia. 


MEMBER’S COMMENTS 


The Speaker: Yesterday, the honourable member for 
ttawa Centre rose on a point of order concerning the 
ppropriateness of certain words used during question pe- 
od by the honourable leader of the third party, the member 
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for Nipissing. At the time, I undertook to review Hansard 
and report back to the House. 

My examination of Hansard has confirmed my first 
impression. The use of the words complained about do not 
constitute a valid point of order because the leader of the 
third party did not accuse another member of this House of 
lying. However, his words could be taken to imply that the 
minister had accused a member of the public of lying. 
While this is not contrary to our rules, I do agree with the 
honourable member for Ottawa Centre that it is a breach of 
parliamentary etiquette, and I would encourage members 
to be very responsible in their use of language in our 
chamber. 


Mr Harris: Mr Speaker, in view of your comments 
today and the ruling that the comments I used were not 
unparliamentary, I appreciate your confirmation of that. I 
also appreciate the advice you are giving to the members 
of the House. 


Mr Nixon: Are you debating the ruling? 


Mr Harris: No, I am not. I am taking the advice of 
yourself, Mr Speaker. I regret very much the statements 
that were made by the minister. I also suggest to you that 
the allegations and the implications the minister referred to 
offended me, and I pointed that out. But the language has 
offended some member of the House, and I will withdraw it. 


The Speaker: Thank you. 


1350 
STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 


CONSTITUTIONAL REFORM 
REFORME CONSTITUTIONNELLE 


Hon Mr Rae: I want to report to the House on my 
recent discussions with the leaders of several provincial 
governments, the chiefs of the first nations of Ontario and 
the Right Honourable Joe Clark, Minister responsible for 
Constitutional Affairs for the government of Canada. 

In my meeting with Mr Clark, he informed me that the 
federal government plans to release a constitutional discus- 
sion paper at the end of the summer, which it will refer to a 
new constitutional committee consisting of 15 members of 
Parliament and 10 senators. It is proposed that this com- 
mittee will hold public hearings and will meet with legisla- 
tive committees in many provinces as well as with others 
in the autumn and winter months leading to a report in 
February 1992. 

As members know, the government of Quebec plans to 
establish two committees of the Quebec assembly, one to 
discuss the impact of sovereignty, the other to deal with 
any proposals from the rest of Canada. Legislation on a 
referendum on sovereignty for Quebec to be held in either 
June or October 1992 is currently before the National As- 
sembly. Other provinces have either begun, or are now 
establishing, public discussions on the Constitution. 

In my recent meetings, I made clear the following 
points: Ontario wants to respond to the clear and compel- 
ling need to make the government of Quebec a full and 
willing partner in the Canadian Constitution. It is not in the 
statement, but I might add parenthetically that this senti- 
ment which I expressed on behalf of the government was 
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fully shared by Premier Ghiz, by Premier McKenna and by 
Premier Cameron. I think it is important that opinion take 
note of the fact that I found a great deal of willingness on 
the part of those three provinces to make the inclusion of 
Quebec in the Constitution a matter of priority for them. 

I also stressed that the government of Ontario wants to 
ensure that the first nations of Canada; the aboriginal peo- 
ple, are recognized as having an inherent right of self-gov- 
ernment entrenched in the Constitution. Indeed, I am 
proud that we have reached agreement on a statement of 
relationship with the Chiefs of Ontario, a document that I 
believe is one of the most important in the history of our 
relationship with the first nations. 

Ontario also wants to strengthen the economic union, 
and we see a strong need to guarantee Canada-wide stan- 
dards for social and economic programs whose funding 
and integrity are now being challenged. 

J’ai abordé, en outre, la question du processus constitu- 
tionnel, en soulignant le grand intérét que cette ronde de 
discussions constitutionnelles accordera a la compréhen- 
sion et au soutien de la population canadienne. J’ai égale- 
ment fait part de toute l’importance que revétirait, apres le 
mois de février, un groupe chargé de représenter les Cana- 
diens et d’étudier tout ensemble de propositions 4 soumet- 
tre a l’assemblée législative du pays. Quoique tous les 
premiers ministres ne s’entendent pas encore sur la forme 

précise que pourrait prendre le processus de consulta- 
tion publique, tous conviennent que cette réforme con- 
stitutionnelle se doit d’étre différente de celle qui l’a 
précédée. Cette question a fait l unanimité. 

While many governments share our concerns and ob- 
jectives, they have others as well. In my visits with mari- 
time premiers, I heard little support for the current Senate 
and a number of proposals as to how to give provinces and 
regions access to decision-making at the federal level. 
There is real concern about the need for more efficiency 
and less duplication in the delivery of government pro- 
grams at all levels. Premiers Ghiz, McKenna and Cameron 
underlined in our discussions that regional inequality is an 
important issue for their provinces. 

Premier Bourassa has made it clear to me that Quebec 
feels it has been excluded by other Canadians twice in the 
past 10 years during the process of constitutional renewal. 
Both the Bélanger-Campeau report and the Allaire report 
now point to a dramatic reduction in the role of the federal 
government and an equally significant increase in powers 
for the government of Quebec. The message was clear: 
There is no simply going back to Meech. 

Par ailleurs, le gouvernement du Québec s’est montré 
peu disposé a débattre les questions constitutionnelles qui 
ne figuraient pas a l’ordre du jour qu’il avait établi, car il 
estime avoir le droit d’exiger que la priorité soit accordée 
aux questions qui le concernent. Mais comme je 1’ai vive- 
ment fait remarquer 4 M. Bourassa, les Canadiens dans 
l’ensemble souhaitent que cette ronde de discussions en- 
globe un plus grand nombre de points. 

This summer there will be further meetings and discus- 
sions between and among premiers, parliamentary com- 
mittees and Canadians generally. I have invited Mr Bourassa 
to Ontario. He has accepted and we are still discussing the 


date. I shall be travelling west and to the Yukon this sun 
mer. The premiers’ conference will be held at the end « 
August and will centre on constitutional questions. — 

I know that our own select committee is planning | 
continue its work. I believe that committee, representatiy 
of all the parties in the Legislature, will continue to play 
vital role in reaching out, not only to Ontarians but also 1 
other legislatures, assemblies and people across Canada. 

It is vital that all of us, in our work here in Ontario an 
across the country, work towards the widest possible cor 
sensus around both process and substance issues as th 
constitutional issue takes hold. I carry no magic answ 
around in my back pocket to this most crucial set of issue 
I wish I could report to this Legislature that I found one 
my trip, but we all know it is not that easy. This will t 
difficult, but if we understand the costs of failure and tk 
advantages of success, it is possible. 


SKILLS TRAINING 


Hon Mr Allen: I am deeply concerned, as man 
members of this House are, about the recession that he 
caused so many plant closures and layoffs. These hav 
resulted in hardship and suffering for workers, familie 
and communities throughout Ontario. Our government hi 
recognized this and has introduced special programs 1 
help workers deal with the traumatic dislocation by layoffs. 


Recently in Hamilton, for example, I announced a $: 
million fund for colleges to enable them to help Ontari 
workers who are laid off because of major plant closure 
At the same time, I announced another $1.5-million mult 
skilling training program for workers at Stelco in Hami 
ton. Both are examples of co-operation and partnership | 
action. 

I want to announce today another such agreement, or 
to retrain workers who have been laid off at Algoma Ste 
in Sault Ste Marie. Those workers will need counsellir 
and training. Together with Sault College and the Can 
dian Steel Trades and Employment Congress, or CSTE( 
which represents business and labour, we have reached a 
agreement to retrain these workers. Under the agreemen 
approximately 330 laid-off Algoma Steel workers will sta 
this September the retraining needed to help them find ne’ 
employment. 


Some 200 of the group of 330 will be enrolled in ne’ 
classes being created expressly for the laid-off workers | 
Sault College. Costs for these new classes, which are e} 
pected to be about $2.6 million over two years, will t 
shared equally by the Ministry of Colleges and Univers 
ties and the CSTEC. If required, additional classes may t 
added in future, but this will depend on the continued f 
nancial support of CSTEC by the federal government. 

Training will be provided in four engineering techno 
Ogy programs: computer, electrical, environmental an 
mechanical, as well as in business, correctional worker an 
carpenter-cabinetmaker programs, and possibly a statiot 
ary engineering program. 

Roughly 130 of the 330 have already been accepte 
into a variety of programs at Sault College. CSTEC wi 
pay the $800 tuition fee for the 130 students and the provinc 
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jill pay the normal operating grant to the college to cover 
4e remaining 90% of the cost of training them. 

| Iam very pleased that this partnership of government, 
+bour, business and education has resulted in an agree- 
sent that will benefit laid-off workers and the community 
{ Sault Ste Marie. Our government is working with all 
coups to address the serious consequences of this reces- 
on and we will continue to seek new solutions and new 
artnerships to soften the blow on Ontario’s communities 
ad its economy. 


LONG-TERM CARE 


Hon Ms Akande: I am pleased to announce to the 
ouse today the government’s plans for the redirection of 
Intario’s long-term care services. 

_ Over the past several months, the Minister of Health, 
ne Minister of Citizenship with responsibility for seniors’ 
ssues and disability issues and I have studied the problems 
ssociated with Ontario’s outdated approach to meeting the 
dng-term support needs of elderly persons and people 
vith physical disabilities. I would be remiss if I did not 
ecognize the important contribution to this review process 
if the former Minister of Health, the member for Ottawa 
entre. 
My colleagues and I have reviewed the reforms pro- 
rosed by the previous government as described in its pol- 
cy paper Strategies for Change, and I wish to 
knowledge its work in this area, in particular the contri- 
yutions of the then ministers of Health, Community and 
social Services, senior citizens’ affairs and disabled persons. 
In order to establish a long-term care policy framework 
onsistent with the values of this government, we were 
suided by four basic principles: the primacy of the individ- 
lal and his or her right to dignity, security and self-deter- 
nination; promotion of racial equality and respect for 
ultural diversity; the importance of family and commu- 
ity, and the right to fair and equitable access to appropri- 
ite services so that people who use the service can make 
nformed choices. 


400 

_We have been aided in our deliberations by the 
houghtful and constructive ideas in letters, submissions 
ind briefings from those who use and need the services, 
ong-term care providers, their associations and the public 
it large. 

We have reviewed our options, not only in terms of 
rogram policies but in light of the enormous economic 
hallenge Ontario faces in this time of recession. We have 
ecognized a great need across the province for services that 
will help people to live in their own homes and communities. 

Therefore, I am pleased to announce today that the 
Ong-term care redirection will proceed. Even in the cur- 
ent fiscal climate, our government will commit the finan- 
ial resources necessary to chart this new course. To that 
nd, $647 million will be invested on long-term care ser- 
jices by 1996-97. Of this amount, almost $440 million 
will be for community programs. The remaining one third 
»f the total dollars will be spent on facility care. 

Our government will reduce the over-reliance on facil- 
ty services and will shift emphasis to the development of 


creative, community-based service options. We will do this 
in three ways. 

First, we will invest heavily in long-term care services 
provided to people in their own homes. Services such as 
nursing visits, homemaker visits and attendant care will be 
increased, new responsive eligibility criteria are under de- 
velopment to ensure these services are delivered in a more 
flexible fashion and no user fees will be charged for nurs- 
ing and homemaker visits, respite services, attendant care, 
personal care and-support services, and day programs in 
recognition of the essential nature of these social and 
health services. 


Second, we will significantly enhance our commitment 
to community- and neighbourhood-based support pro- 
grams delivering vital services such as Meals on Wheels 
and transportation. We also intend to introduce a more 
flexible funding formula for community support programs 
that will provide 100% funding of approved costs after 
deducting charges for service use and local funding. 


Third, we will make a substantial investment in sup- 
ported housing programs for elderly persons and people 
with physical disabilities. This will afford them the choice 
to continue to live in their own communities with care and 
with support. Priority will be given to the development of 
support programs in co-operation with those planning non- 
profit housing. We will be consulting with people who use 
and need services and providers in the development of 
these programs. 


I mentioned earlier that we are investing heavily in 
community programs to lessen our reliance on institutional 
services. This is evidenced by our commitment to shift, 
over the next five years, a minimum of $37.6 million in 
funding from the provincial hospital budget to long-term 
care community-based services. While this represents less 
than 1% of our hospital expenditures, it establishes an im- 
portant principle. 


We will actively pursue more savings from long-term 
care facility redevelopments. While the overall number of 
long-term care beds will not be increased, strategies will 
be developed in partnership with communities to realign 
resources to those communities in greatest need. Nursing 
homes, homes for the aged and chronic care hospitals will 
continue, of course, to have a role to play. They are still 
needed to care for people with needs that cannot currently 
be met in the community. 


Significant change is required in this sector. Therefore, 
approximately $200 million will be added to the budgets 
of existing nursing homes and homes for the aged. This 
will ensure that the ever-increasing care requirements of 
residents can be met effectively. These funds will be gen- 
erated by increasing both the provincial subsidy and the 
basic fees for accommodation. These increases will be car- 
ried out on an income-tested basis with no charges for 
health and personal care services. Quality care will be af- 
fordable to all, regardless of their financial situation. - 


Funding reforms will be introduced that will match finan- 
cial support to the actual care requirements of residents. Mea- 
sures will be taken to ensure that this increased funding is 
transformed into tangible service improvements. 
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In order to effectively co-ordinate access to a full range 
of services, we will consolidate our current home care and 
placement resources in 40 new agencies. Job security for work- 
ers in these programs is a high priority for this government. 

These agencies will carefully assess the needs of the 
individual and purchase the appropriate services in the 
home, as well as respite and day programs, for them; pro- 
vide information, advice and referral services to people 
who might need help to locate support such as meal pro- 
grams or volunteer transportation; assess the needs of the 
individual and co-ordinate access to long-term care facili- 
ties, and be governed by new boards which will represent 
the communities they serve and include local members 
appointed by the provincial government. We will seek ad- 


vice from communities as to how these new agencies can . 


be implemented and how productive relationships can be 
formed with organizations which currently plan, govern 
and deliver services. 

We have much work to do. The most important phase 
of our redirection will soon begin. A consultation paper 
will be available in the summer, and a comprehensive peo- 
ple-oriented and community-focused consultation will 
begin in earnest this fall. 

The ministers of Health and Citizenship and I believe 
that the consultation process is an important part of the 
product. We believe the principles we used in establishing 
our policy directions would ring hollow if those directly 
affected by our decisions were denied the chance to shape 
the future in a significant and meaningful way. Our consul- 
tation will be more broad and far-reaching than any which 
had previously been considered. We are inviting a group of 
people representing those who need service and those who 
provide services to help design the consultation process. 


We will consult people who need services and their 
families; advocates and care givers; native, francophone 
and multicultural communities; labour and women’s 
groups; health and social service providers and planners; 
municipalities, and other interested groups. Community by 
community, we will ensure that our policy directions are 
subject to scrutiny and that a range of opinions as diverse 
as our Ontario society is brought to bear on the consultation. 

We have outlined what we would describe as preferred 
options. However, much is still to be decided. For exam- 
ple, we want to consult on the direct funding approaches 
for people with physical disabilities. We want to consult on 
innovative ways to support the critical role played by fam- 
ily care givers. We would like to know what kind of train- 
ing and support homemakers need to provide a high 
standard of service. 

These are only a few examples of the types of ques- 
tions to be discussed during the consultation. The deci- 
sions made must be tailored to the unique requirements of 
particular communities, both geographic and cultural. 

Finally, the process of consultation and decision-mak- 
ing will lead to the introduction of new legislation neces- 
sary to support the redirection of our long-term care 
services. Long-awaited changes in our approach to ser- 
vices to elderly persons and people with physical disabili- 
ties are finally becoming a reality. 


It is my hope and. the hope of my colleagues that. 
system will be built that is sensitive to the uniqueness 0 
each individual, sensitive to their rights as well as thei 
needs, and reflective of basic values held by all Ontarians, 
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RESPONSES 


CONSTITUTIONAL REFORM 


Mr Nixon: I viewed the Premier’s progress throug! 
eastern Canada in the government’s Tiger Moth with 
great deal of interest, as he went from provincial capital t 
provincial capital and finally to the NDP convention. 

I understand at that convention, he, speaking to a ver 
critical audience, got 19 standing ovations, two more tha 
his federal leader, and quite severely insulted the leader o 
the government of Canada when he said that for any lead 
ership in Canada the people and the provinces would hav 
to turn to Toronto and Ontario. That might appeal to th 
NDP, but perhaps might not be the message that is gener 
ally acceptable to all people across the country. 

His support for a constituent assembly seems to hav 
faded somewhat, and I appreciate the fact that the Premie 
himself makes a virtue of his flexibility when he has with 
drawn from that particular proposal, since nobody but him 
self and a couple of others have given it much consideration. 

There is something that should be discussed at lengtt 
and that is the Premier’s commitment, which we all share 
for self-government of the first nation community. I hop 
he has examined that carefully enough to know that a ra 
tional conclusion would lead many thoughtful people t 
support a special provincial administration for the first ne 
tion community. That is something that surely he would b 
giving careful attention to. 


SKILLS TRAINING 


Mrs McLeod: I will respond very briefly first to th 
statement by the Minister of Colleges and Universities an 
just indicate that we do welcome the training proposal 
and the fact that they are tripartite training proposals. W 
would only urge that both he and his government continu 
to address the need for retraining that is not just based on 
crisis situation. I would also look at the fundamental chal 
lenges of the restructuring which is taking place in ou 
resource-based industries, and most particularly the ver 
acute need to address the ongoing crisis in Algoma Steel i 
Sault Ste Marie. 


LONG-TERM CARE 


Mrs McLeod: If I may, I turn to another question a 
long-term planning, and that is the statement by the Minis 
ter of Community and Social Services, and ask why it ha 
taken so long to reaffirm the directions and the proposal 
of the Strategies for Change document that was introduce 
in this province last May. 

After the extensive consultation that was carried ov 
last summer, why is the minister now only talking abov 
more consultation? I have to ask what the minister ha 
been doing for the last eight months while seniors an 
disabled people across this province have waited and won 
dered what it was that this government planned to do an 
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1y there had been no response. The government has now 
ierged from what has really been eight months of in- 
luse meetings among ministers and it has said: “Yes, 
deed, we do need to respond to the need for enhanced 
vices, in-home support for seniors and the disabled. 
's, we do need to respond to the crisis in access to ex- 
ded care beds in our institutions. Yes, indeed, the dol- 
‘s for long-term care reform that were committed by a 
beral government are appropriate and are needed, in fact, 
most to the very dollar.” 
| I think this government knows what is needed, it 
,ows what directions have to be taken. It has known that 
it a year, and now it is proposing more consultation. 
here is not a single plan here that leads us to immediate 
2ps towards implementation. 
_ I would ask the government whether it is now possible, 
ter this last eight months, to have in place multilevel care 
nding for January 1992, which was the proposal of the 
‘evious government, and when it is going to be possible 
r it to actually extend integrated homemaking services 
id expand the in-home care support available to seniors 
id the disabled. 
- I would really have to suggest that we are not yet see- 
g any evidence that there is going to be an immediate, 
hanced and enriched service for seniors and for the dis- 
led who need long-term care across this province. 

It has taken a whole year to get back again to the point 
here we left off last May, and I can only describe this as 
cing a whole year lost. 


Mr Phillips: I would like to add my comments to my 
sIleague’s and to say I have been pressing for this for at 
ast six months. Frankly, it is very similar to the Strategies 
yr Change. I had fully expected the reason the govern- 
lent was taking so long was that it had some changes in 
lind. We have now wasted six months and we essentially 
ave very much the same recommendations that we had 
x months ago. 

‘There are some questions in here of course that we will 
e asking. One is in terms of no more long-term care beds. 
tealize we do not want to add significantly to long-term 
are beds, but I am not sure the long-term care beds cur- 
tly are necessarily in the right Beoetaphey areas in the 
rovince. 

Certainly I was interested to note that the government 
; planning to extend, I gather, user fees and nursing 
omes and homes for the aged, and we were looking for 
le specifics of that. They are talking about moving money 
‘om hospitals. I would just suggest to. them that hospitals 
) this province are changing the way they deliver services 
nd are responding to our changing demographics. I would 
ge the government to be very careful, as it moves fund- 
1g, from the hospitals, it does not cut into some important 
rograms that are designed to meet the long-term care 
eeds of the people of this province. 


Mr Jackson: I too would like to respond to the state- 
lent made by the Minister of Community and Social Ser- 
ices about redirecting long-term care services. As has 
een stated earlier, we have been waiting over a year for a 
ssponse to the previous government’s excellent working 


paper on this subject. We welcomed a statement, but when 
one examines the substance of it, there is cause for consid- 
erable concern. Questions such as, “How long will people 
have to wait?” are legitimate questions, given that the only 
firm dates being mentioned are 1996 and 1997. 

When we look at the acuity rates of many of our geriat- 
ric patients in this province, when we look at the near 
collapse of several of our delivery systems in this prov- 
ince, when we look at the immediate crises being faced by 
these people, we ask, “At what price will they have to 
wait?” 

It is a policy of the minister’s government to continue 
with the offensive cutback of municipal non-profit homes 
for seniors in this province, and yet we have no replace- 
ment. Her coterminous minister, the Minister of Health, is 
overseeing the reduction of geriatric beds all across this 
province. Where are these people going to go? 

The minister talks about respite care. In most cases, our 
most frail elderly live with another person of comparable 
age, and all we do is accelerate pressures on their good 
health because we do not have some of these programs 
co-ordinated in place. 

The minister has brought to this House a statement, 
and I guess the statement that concerns me the most is that 
the minister might even actually believe what she said, that 
these long-awaited changes in our approach are finally be- 
coming a reality. The minister is finally making a state- 
ment; that is all she has done today. 

But if senior citizens in this province and people who 
require that kind of service are relying on-the minister to 
meet their needs, I only remind them that, as this govern- 
ment runs up a $10-billion deficit, there is precious little 
attention for seniors in this province. The Treasurer indi- 
cates that he is going to get us out of that deficit. How can 
seniors believe that the minister will take care of their 
long-term care needs in this province when this govern- 
ment is going to run us into debt that badly? 


SKILLS TRAINING 


Mrs Cunningham: I would like to respond to the 
statement made by the Minister of Colleges and Universi- 
ties by saying that we are encouraged to see the minister 
work with business and labour in the retraining of people 
who have lost their jobs through unfortunate circum- 
stances at Algoma Steel. We certainly encourage this as a 
model. 

As I always have said, what we are looking for is a 
comprehensive skills training and retraining program in 
Ontario. My great criticism would be that this is just one 
small part of what we really need. We all know that the 
measures taken by Canadian firms in spending private 
company dollars are minimal compared to what they do in 
the United States of America and other countries. We are 
looking for investment by the private sector in skills train- 


_ Ing and taking responsibility for our young people. What 


we really need is comprehensive reform. 

I have said it before and I will say it again: We have 
not dealt with the declining enrolment in technology pro- 
grams; we have not talked about the issue of apprentice- 
ship-journeyman ratios; we have not talked about the 
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program to promote the role of colleges in the provision of 
customized contract training services for companies; we 
have not talked about the centres of specialization, of a 
cost-effective way to get state-of-the-art equipment into 
our colleges, and we have not talked about encouraging 
our school systems to develop the articulation agreements 
and new guidance counsellors with the school systems and 
the colleges across this province. 

This is just the tip of the iceberg. We need the minister 
to work harder and his government to work harder for a 
comprehensive training program for people, not only who 
have lost their jobs, but young people who want to be part 
of the real world in Ontario today. 


Mr Harris: I too want to respond to the statement by 
the Minister of Colleges and Universities and say that ob- 
viously we support the tripartite initiative to help with the 
retraining of the laid-off workers in Algoma. But I want to 
say we are very disappointed that we have to rely on ad 
hoc programs. There are thousands and thousands and 
thousands of workers in Ontario losing their jobs, and we 
have no overall plan for all of them. It really is sad that it 
takes this kind of concentrated tragedy taking place in var- 
ious communities to push the government. 

Finally, I hope as well that the program is providing, 
with the new skills, some method for accessing jobs in 
Sault Ste Marie, Michigan, because they are not going to 
find them with this government’s policy in Ontario. 
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FOREST FIREFIGHTING 


Hon Mr Wildman: I would like to rise to correct the 
record of the comments I made yesterday regarding the 
situation at Deer Lake, which is 190 kilometres north of 
Red Lake in the riding of the member for Kenora. 

This is a community with a population of 600. The 
forest fire started yesterday at noon immediately north of 
the village and spread quickly. The fire is now about 150 
hectares in size and has burned six buildings. The Ministry 
of Natural Resources fire crews, aided by CL-215 heavy 
water bombers, were able to save the town’s nursing station. 

A total of six buildings, including homes and log cab- 
ins, have been destroyed, as well as equipment, including 
snowmobiles and outboard engines. There have been no 
injuries, I am thankful to say, but more than 350 residents, 
including women and children, older persons and those 
with respiratory problems, have been evacuated from the 
village. Some residents have been flown to the town of 
Cochenour, just north of Red Lake, and others have been 
taken to the town of Red Lake. 

Nine Ministry of Natural Resources fire crews and a 
provincial fire team are at Deer Lake to fight the fire, 
assisted by native fire crews. As I said, there are four 
CL-215 water bombers at the scene and an emergency 
response team has been assigned to the fire. 


ANNIVERSARY OF UKRAINIAN SETTLEMENT 


Mr Jackson: Could I seek unanimous consent from 
all members of the House to recognize Ukrainian Pioneer 
Heritage Centennial? 


The Speaker: Do we have unanimous consent? 
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Agreed to. 


Mr Jackson: I would like to thank all members. Thi 
year marks the 100th anniversary of the coming of the firs 
Ukrainians to Canada. On 7 September 1891, Ivan Pylipi 
and Vasyl Elyniak became the first two officially record 
Ukrainian immigrants in this country and thus began thi 
first wave of Ukrainian settlement. | 

In 1895, Ukrainian Professor Joseph Oleskiw wrot 
two publications about Canada that served as informatio 
sources for those Ukrainians wishing to move here. Hi 
also met with Canadian government officials to negotiat 
immigration arrangements. In 1899, Cliff Sifton, acting o1 
behalf of the Canadian government, signed a contract fo 
the recruiting of immigrants to Canada. 

It was also in 1899 that my maternal great-grandpar 
ents, Mr and Mrs Nicholas Kyryliuk, residents of th 
Ukrainian town of Sapohiv, arrived in Halifax harbour o1 
5 June. They, along with about 200,000 other Ukrainian: 
who settled mainly in western Canada, began their nev 
lives in this adopted country under some very harsh chal 
lenges. In those early years, there were many struggles, bu 
their strong religious faith and their love of their new lan 
saw them through. 

The links between Ukrainians in Canada and in thei 
ancestral homeland continued strong and unabated. Many 
Ukrainian immigrants sought to escape political, cultura 
and religious repression, which was at its zenith at th 
coming of the Bolshevik communists to power at the en 
of the First World War. In the 1930s, Soviet terror claimec 
the lives of 10 million Ukrainians in Stalin’s man-mad 
famine. In the 1940s they saw the development of arme 
Ukrainian resistance to their colonial oppressors in the na 
tional struggle for freedom. 

Throughout their 100 years of history in Canada 
Ukrainians never forgot their ancestral homeland. When 
ever Ukraine suffered, they suffered. Whenever Ukrain 
rejoiced, they rejoiced with them. We know their worl 
continues to this day and has been recognized in thei 
support for the victims of the Chernobyl nuclear disaster. 

Today we will be joined in the House and we ar 
honoured to have, as a special guest from Ukraine, a lead 
ing figure who is on tour, Archbishop Vladimir Sterniuk 
Vladimir was sentenced to 10 years in Siberia for refusin; 
to abjure his faith and he returned to western Ukraine t 
lead his underground church ever since, secretly ordainins 


_ priests and bishops and serving his people. The Sovie 


KGB has arrested him 18 times since his release fron 
Siberia and His Excellency has lived to see the rebirth o 
his church and his faith in his beloved homeland. 

The Ukrainians of Canada know what a precious com 
modity freedom is. That is why they value their presenc 
and their life in Canada. They were quick to volunteer it 
each of the world wars, and today Ukrainian culture is a1 
integral part of Canadian life. Canadians of Ukrainiai 
background have made significant contributions t 
Canada’s continuing development as a nation. Ukrainian: 
in Canada have truly gone far in a short time from thos 
early settlers with spades and plows in their hands, to th 
Governor General’s office.in Ottawa. 
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| As the chairman of the centennial committee of the 
yovincial council of the Ukrainian Canadian Congress, I 
juld like to take this opportunity to invite all members to 
in in the festive celebrations, with traditional songs and 
nces, to mark today’s occasion which will take place at 7 
clock this evening on the steps of the main lobby in the 
sgislative Building, beginning with the unveiling of a 
pecial plaque to honour the early Ukrainian pioneers, 
‘hich will be presided over by the Minister of Citizenship 
r the government, as well as the Minister of Citizenship 
om the former government, John Yaremko, who presided 
yer the plaque unveiling 25 years ago. A reception will 
llow in room 228 and all are welcome to attend. 

Mr Ruprecht: I am delighted to join the distinguished 
ember for Burlington South in recognizing a date of 
‘eat importance to Ukrainian Canadians, the 100th anni- 
srsary of the arrival of the first Ukrainian settlers in Canada. 
| As the member has introduced some people already, I 
ould like to continue this tradition and introduce today in 
e gallery Yaroslav Sokolyk, president of the Ukrainian 
anadian Committee, Toronto branch, and Bohdan 
laksymec, president of the Ukrainian Canadian Congress, 
ho are with us in the audience. 

The first major wave of Ukrainian immigration to Can- 
Ja occurred between 1890 and 1914. Most of those leav- 
ig the Ukraine settled primarily in rural areas. The second 
lajor immigration occurred during the two world wars 
ad resulted in settlements throughout the prairie prov- 
ices. Then between 1947 and 1954, approximately 34,000 
Ikrainians who were displaced by the Second World War 
rived in Canada, and many of them made their homes in 
ntario. By 1981—this will be of great interest to all 
embers of this House—25% of Ukrainians lived in this 
rovince. 

Today we celebrate the Ukrainian Canadian presence 
1 Ontario and their participation in building a strong, 
nited Canada. They helped build the west. They partici- 
ated in all democratic institutions, including the political 
atties, all three political parties, even the labour move- 
lent, and we find Canadian Ukrainians placed in positions 
f leadership i in every walk of life in our country. 

I can remember a number of events where thousands of 
krainian Canadians participated. I think most members 
ill also remember the black ribbon days which were or- 
anized to lift the Iron Curtain and introduce some sem- 
lance of freedom into the Ukraine: freedom of speech, of 
‘ligion, of the press, and freedom to vote for different 
arties. 

Thousands again came to us right here in front of the 
egislature to commemorate the Chernoby] nuclear disas- 
1, which really indicated to all of us in the west how 
ipshod the Russian government was in running the nu- 
lear power plants in the Soviet Union. 

How about, just in 1988, the 1,000 years of Christian- 
y in the Ukraine? A great tradition that all of us are proud 
f. 

What about the parade that thousands of Ukrainians 
ttended in 1980 in order to keep Canada together? Thou- 
ands of them signed a petition in order to keep Quebec 
ithin Canada. 


Today, we need Ukrainian Canadians again very 
clearly in order to keep Canada alive and keep Canada 
together. Ukrainians of Canadian descent are proudly 
Ukrainian but they are also fiercely Canadian. To quote the 
Honourable Lester Pearson: “Our Ukrainian settlers, by 
their industry, tenacity and resourcefulness, carved out of 
the lonely, unbroken prairie a new life for themselves and 
new wealth for their adopted country. All Canadians are in 
debt to those sturdy pioneers. By preserving your own 
identity, your own language and culture and traditions, you 
have added something of great value, of strength and col- 
our, to the Canadian character.” 
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Hon Mrs Coppen: On behalf of our party, I rise to 
speak today on the commemoration of the 100th anniver- 
sary of the arrival of the first Ukrainian settlers in Canada, 
because I am a granddaughter of such settlers. I would also 
like to thank the Minister of Citizenship for giving me this 
privilege since, as the member for High Park-Swansea, she 
represents the largest community of Ukrainian Canadians 
in this province. 

Many of those early immigrants who arrived in On- 
tario at the turn of the century came with the hope of 
making a new life for themselves and their families, not 
unlike today’s immigrants. Like all new immigrants they 
had many obstacles to overcome. My own paternal grandpar- 
ents were one of those families. They settled in Saskatche- 
wan. They farmed all their lives and faced many personal 
tragedies, such as the loss of two children to diphtheria. 

Ukrainian Canadians have made important contribu- 
tions to this country and to this province. We recognize 
those contributions whether they be from crane operators, 
teachers, provincial police officers or authors. In just one 
generation Ontario’s Minister of Citizenship, John 
Yaremko, was a Ukrainian Canadian and so is His Excel- 
lency the Governor General of Canada, the Right Honour- 
able Ray Hnatyshyn. 

I am proud of our tradition of hard work and honesty 
and of our customs. We maintain those customs as a small 
tribute to our parents and grandparents and we honour 
them for the sacrifices they had which have made our lives 
so much more meaningful. 

Our government is proud of this province’s diversity 
and we are committed to working to preserve and to bene- 
fit from it. We must welcome all immigrants to Canada, as 
our families were welcomed, and appreciate all that they 
bring to us. 

I would also like to inform members that later today I 
will accompany the Minister of Citizenship as she has the 
honour of unveiling a plaque here at the Legislative Build- 
ing commemorating this very special anniversary. 


ORAL QUESTIONS 


LAYOFFS 


Mr Nixon: I have a question to the Premier which, in 
a sense, comes out of a statement from the Minister of 
Colleges and Universities about a tripartite retraining 
scheme for Algoma Steel, where 3,500 jobs are going to be 
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lost, according to the program put forward by the 
Premier’s task force. 

This has to be added to the 1,000 to 2,000 jobs that 
were lost in Kitchener two weeks ago in the Uniroyal 
Goodrich closing, the up to 1,700 jobs that will be lost if 
de Havilland follows the course that is evidently charted 
by its new foreign owners and the 420 jobs lost at Abitibi- 
Price. I just list those as an indication of the state of our 
economy. The Premier will be aware that the Treasurer, 
always being moderate and speaking the truth, indicated 
that Ontario was not coming out of the recession and that 
he did not join his colleagues, the other treasurers, in indi- 
cating the recession was over. 

On that basis, is the Premier satisfied with the results 
of his policy, since our loss of employment is continuing at 
such a destructive rate? If not, what other plans can he 
present to the Legislature to ameliorate the situation that is 
devastating so many communities in this province? 


Hon Mr Rae: That was such a long preamble, I just 
want to state a couple of things in answer to the preamble. 

First, there is no final determination as to the owner- 
ship of de Havilland. That matter is now before Investment 
Canada. There has been no transfer of ownership. 

Second, there has been no proposal by my task force 
with respect to Algoma. There has been one plan that has 
been prepared by Dofasco, and that is now being discussed 
by all the partners. The honourable member is leaping 
from conclusion to conclusion as he tries to arrive at the 
worst-possible-case scenario. 

Finally, with respect to his preamble the member said 
the Treasurer said we were still in the recession. I think 
what the Treasurer said—I think he is being cautious—is 
that we are not out of the recession yet, but it is also fair to 
say we can already see some signs in the economy that 
show things are improving. I will not underestimate for a 
moment the seriousness of the situation and I will not 
underestimate for a moment that the recession has been 
enormously serious. 

The restructuring that is going on is one that requires a 
concerted response. I am meeting with the Premier’s 
Council all tomorrow afternoon, tomorrow evening and 
into the next day as we begin to look hard at the restructur- 
ing taking place, as we begin to look at the policies we 
need to put in place in terms of training, in terms of new 
capital investment, in terms of encouraging industry to in- 
vest in research and development and in terms of how we 
can go about encouraging the creation of new, well-paid 
jobs across the province. 


The Speaker: Would the Premier conclude his re- 
marks, please. 


Hon Mr Rae: I take this as my central task as Pre- 
mier. If the Leader of the Opposition is asking me if am | 
satisfied with how well things are going, I would say to 
him only that I do not look upon what is going on with any 
complacency at all. It is the biggest challenge we face as a 
province, and we are doing everything we can to meet it. 

Mr Nixon: I will try not to comment on the length of 


the Premier’s unsatisfactory answer. Since he does not like 
the numbers I have put together, what does he think about 
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Statistics Canada, which found that there were 31,0 
fewer jobless in Canada last month than the month before 
but 12,000 more jobless in Ontario? | 
This is in light of the fact that this is the first month 
following a budget where a deficit of $9.7 billion w 
justified on the basis of job creation and an additional $700 
million was spent by this government ostensibly to create 
jobs. Yet the record continues to deteriorate. The Premier 
has indicated that he is not satisfied, but surely, as the 
leader of a social democratic government, he must be in @ 
position to provide the leadership that is going to turn this 
around. In spite of his best efforts, it is getting worse. The 
people are dissatisfied. What is the Premier going to qi 
about this totally unacceptable situation? | 


Hon Mr Rae: There is a very serious recession. I say 
to the Leader of the Opposition, if his leader had not called 
an election last September and he were still in office, we 
would have a very serious recession. The former Treasurer, 
in his heart of hearts, knows that full well. That may be 
why they called the election. I do not know. 


I will only make this simple point to the Leader of the 
Opposition: I was interested to see we had the support of 
John Kenneth Galbraith, the dean of North American 
economists and someone not unknown. He said we were 
the only government in North America that was tackling 
the recession by investing in infrastructure and doing our 
very best. That is exactly what we are doing, and we are 
going to continue to do it. 


Mr Nixon: I might have a little more confidence in 
the Premier and my good friend and well-known liberal, 
John Kenneth Galbraith, if there were some results to their 
brave efforts. But instead of positive results, we seem to be 
getting further into the difficulties of mounting unemploy- 
ment. This great government, with its close connections to 
the labour movement, with all of the main presidents of the 
unions being vice-presidents of the NDP, does not know 
what to do except wait for the capitalist economy to solve 
its problems for it. 


As a matter of fact, the Premier has not given his basic 
solution which he gave to the Hamilton Spectator in re- 
sponse to a question from Emelia Casella, who asked, 
“What the devil are you going to do about this?” I para- 
phrase her words. He said, “The question there really is 
what more can we do to give a sense of pride and a sense 
of patriotism to industry.” 

Once again, he is solving major problems with slogans. 
because in fact his policy is a policy of heavy debt, heavy 
tax and heavy-handedness in this regard and really most of 
the business community believes that his policies are driv- 
ing business and opportunities out of this province. What 
is he going to do to reverse this situation? Only he, as 
leader of this brave democratic socialist government, can 
act at this time. 


[Applause] 


Mr Nixon: While a scattering of his support responds 
with approval in that connection, the people out there are 
very much concerned indeed about the inadequacies of his 
policies. What does he plan to do to correct this situation? 
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Hon Mr Rae: First, let me say to the people of the 
ovince that I think everybody in this government shares 
eir concerns and takes them enormously seriously. When 
talk to business leaders about taxes, if there is any gov- 
nment they single out for its incompetence, for its heavy- 
indedness and for what it has done to small business and 
Tge business, it is the government for which the Leader 
< the Opposition was the Treasurer for five long, hard 
ears. That is the reality and he knows it full well. 
_ If he wants to have an argument about what has hap- 
2ned to Ontario’s tax structure, if he wants to have an 
‘gument about what has happened to Ontario’s competi- 
veness and if he wants to have an argument about what 
as happened in terms of business confidence, let me say 
sat the former Treasurer has a heavy burden to carry in 
mms of his own personal responsibility for the situation 
hich we found when we took office in September. He 
nows that full well. 


The Speaker: Would the Premier conclude his re- 
arks, please. 


_ Hon Mr Rae: The decision that we as a government 
iade this year, to invest, is a decision of which I am proud 
nd a decision which I am confident will contribute far 
ore jobs to the economy than if we had sat on our hands 
nd simply watched the deficit increase the way the Liber- 
Is were doing when they were in power. 


Mr Nixon: We are still the only government since 
948 that paid down the provincial debt. It is interesting to 
ee what the Tories are going to do about that, what the 
1DP are going to do about that, spending their way out of 
ecession. What a policy that is. 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


SEWAGE TREATMENT 


Mr Nixon: While the Premier wipes his chin in satis- 
action, I will direct a question to the Minister of the Envi- 
onment. She, as well as all other sensitive people in the 
rovince, will know that the Liberal task force visited 
miths Falls yesterday and was astounded to learn that the 
Ainistry of the Environment has yet to act on the grave 
ituation involving that town and many others in the prov- 
nce. I mention the village of Clifford and the town of Fort 
‘rances, where the lack of sewage disposal facilities has 
otally suspended any sorts of development or job opportu- 
‘ity development in those communities. 

In the case of Smiths Falls, the facility requires $20 
nillion and the town has a total budget of only $9 million. 
Nhat is the minister doing to assist in solving these prob- 
ems that are affecting the economy of the province so 
xtensively? 

- Hon Mrs Grier: Let me assure the Leader of the Op- 
sition that I am indeed well aware of the backlog in 
pending on infrastructure renewal that exists across this 
rovince, and in fact across this country, since the evacua- 
ion of that responsibility by our federal government some 
ears ago. What this government is doing is looking very 
eriously at the amount of capital spending that can be put 


en 


into the rebuilding of those sewage treatment plants, espe- 
cially in areas where we know that the capacity has been 
extended. I think if the honourable Leader of the Opposi- 
tion will look at the increase in my ministry’s budget that 
was included in the budget and in the deficit which he 
finds so very hard to accept, he will see that is precisely 
what we are doing. 


Hon Mr Rae: You complain about the deficit, then 
you get up and ask for more spending. 


Mr Nixon: The Premier is just aching to answer this 
question in his own typical situation, but the minister 
would be aware that in the 1991-92 conditional grant allo- 
cation for municipalities which she is referring to that 
deals with this, the amount of increase for sewer and water 
projects was 0.8% in a budget increase of 13.4%. We 
know where the money went, but it certainly did not go for 
sewer and water. 


How can the minister indicate that the budget of this 
province is allocated, at least in part, to this important 
responsibility for cleaning up the sewage and for giving 
and guaranteeing clean water when in fact the Treasurer 
did not allocate those dollars? They have done nothing but 
simply blame other governments—thank God, not ours, 
because under the leadership of the member for St Catha- 
rines we took great strides to correct this situation. 


Hon Mrs Grier: I am sure the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion wants to be fair, because I know the Leader of the 
Opposition is inherently a fair individual, and I am sure, in 
looking at those figures, he would want to add to them the 
$700 million that was part of the Treasurer’s anti-reces- 
sionary spending, a major proportion of which went to 
municipalities for precisely the kind of spending that the 
Leader of the Opposition is asking about. 


Mr Nixon: The honourable minister had the good 
grace, not shared by the leader of her government, not to 
blame us for inadequate policy. Just as our proposals for 
long-term care have now been accepted by the government 
after the former Minister of Health put them through her 
fine-tooth comb, surely the minister should be aware that 
our proposal for a water and sewer corporation, which was 
part of last year’s budget—it would have been in operation 
1 January this year—is a reasonable alternative that would 
move towards these solutions. Is she going to accept that 
concept, and if not, what is her alternative? 


Hon Mrs Grier: I am well aware of the proposal by 
the previous government that such a corporation should be 
established. I am also well aware that under the previous 
government’s view of what that corporation would do, it 
was seen, frankly, as a pro-development tool to encourage 
urban sprawl and the development of areas where perhaps 
that might not be the appropriate solution. 

As the member is well aware, our government has 
asked for a review of that concept and a deputy minister 
has been appointed, responsible to me and to the Minister 
of Municipal Affairs. I am sure a response as to the future 
of that corporation will be available shortly. 


Mr Scott: Bob is getting tired of this ideological balo- 
ney. Get going. Do something. 
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The Speaker: Order, the member for St George-St 
David. 


Hon Mrs Grier: Regardless of whether the funding 
comes to an independent corporation or whether the fund- 
ing comes from my ministry or from the Ministry of Mu- 
nicipal Affairs, the bottom line is spending. We are very 
aware of that. We are very aware there has been inadequate 
spending on sewer and water for five years, and we realize 
that is a problem that has to be addressed. 


Mr Nixon: There is $484 million extra for doctors, 
11% extra for civil servants, but no clean water for Smiths 
Falls. 


1450 
GOVERNMENT SPENDING 


Mr Harris: If I can get it in over the leader of the 
Liberal Party, the tax man himself, I wonder if I could 
have a question to the Premier. Would the Premier tell us 
what restraint measures, if any, he has put in place in his 
office and the Cabinet Office to cut costs during this recession? 


Hon Mr Rae: With respect to my own estimates, I 
think the leader of the third party will find that in the 
Office of the Premier there has been a pretty modest in- 
crease, I think of a few per cent, and in the Cabinet Office 
an increase of 7.4% overall, year over year. With respect to 
the Ministry of Intergovernmental Affairs, there are some 
changes with respect to the situation because of the seri- 
ousness of the constitutional crisis, which members from 
all sides have been asking us to respond to. But on the 
whole, our spending estimates—I think I am correct in 
saying this; at least, I sure hope I am—are certainly well 
below the overall increases that have taken place in the rest 
of the government. 


Mr Harris: I know the Premier thinks 7.4%, on top of 
the bloated bureaucracy Premier Peterson had, is somehow 
or other his idea of restraint. I can tell him that taxpayers 
do not think a 7.4% increase is. 

I would like to point out a specific increase. Not only 
has the Premier not cut costs and waste in his offices, he 
has increased his spending by a substantial amount. I 
would like to ask about one in particular. The Premier is 
now spending an additional $325,800 of taxpayers’ money 
for, and I quote from his estimates of the Cabinet Office, 
“Increased work for daily briefings for the Premier for 
preparation for question period.” 

How can the Premier justify spending an additional 
third of a million dollars to prep himself for question pe- 
riod when his Cabinet Office already costs taxpayers some 
$8 million a year? 


Hon Mr Rae: First of all, Iam sure there are many— 


Mr Scott: If we don’t ask any questions, can we have 
the money back? I’ll give up if I can have the money back. 


Hon Mr Rae: If I can just get over the response from 
the member for St George-St David—TI think his bow-tie is 
too tight today—I would only say that, first of all, the 
member refers to an $8-million budget. That is incorrect. 
The 1991-92 estimates are $5.8 million. I think we are 
both reading from the same sheet. 


Second, when the member uses his quotation for th 
explanation, he conveniently leaves out two other aspect 
of an explanation of why there is a $325,800 increase. 
just think it is important for people to know that there ha 
been some very selective reading by the leader of the thir 
party. It says, “Large amount of additional correspondence 
to deal with; increased work for daily briefings for th 
Premier for preparation for question period, and managin; 
corporate issues.” 

T can only tell members that I am told by my staff that 
for whatever reason, we have had an extremely enlarge 
flow of correspondence in comparison with any— 


Mr Scott: It’s people complaining. Read the letters. 


Hon Mr Rae: I do read the letters. I can only tell th 
leader of the third party that since 6 September, there ha 
been an extraordinary increase in the flow of correspon 
dence. It may have something to do with our being a mor 
open government than our predecessors. 

The Speaker: Would the Premier conclude his re 
marks, please. 

Hon Mr Rae: We also have an increased need to de 
with freedom-of-information requests and, I might add, othe 
inquiries that were put forward by members of oppositio 
parties and others with respect to the work of government. 

Mr Harris: The $325,000 is over and above—I mean 


| the Premier already got some 7.4%, as he talks about. 


Hon Mr Rae: No, it’s not over and above. 

Mr Harris: No, that is right, he got 7.4%. 

Hon Mr Rae: Yes. 

Mr Harris: And then he got $325,000 more here. 
Interjections. 

The Speaker: Order. 


Mr Scott: People have got to spend thei way out of 
recession in their own way. 

The Speaker: The member for St George-St David. 

Interjections. 

The Speaker: I know. This is quite a lively exchange 
It would be helpful if the leader of the third party coul 
direct his supplementary question to the Chair and alloy 
but one member on the government side to respond. 


Mr Harris: I want to zero in particularly on th 
$325,000. In an average sessional year, we estimate th 
Premier answers some 300 questions. That means taxpay 
ers now have to pay, in addition to the $5 million or $ 
million or $8 million that is being spent there, an addi 
tional $1,000 for every question the Premier answer: 
Quite frankly, we and the people of Ontario do not thin 
we are getting our money’s worth. 

The average taxpayer does not make $1,000 a week t 
support his entire family. I would like to know what th 
Premier has to say to the people who have to suppor 
through their taxes, an additional $1,000 of their tax dol 
lars that go up in hot air every time he gets up on his fee 
to answer a question. 

Hon Mr Rae: First of all, the leader of the third part 
talked about an $8-million expenditure. It is a $5.8-millio: 
expenditure. Okay, so there we are. 


11 JUNE 1991 


1851 


Then he talks about 7.4%, and then he adds on another 
325,000. He should know full well the 7.4% is the full 
nount. The $325,800 is included in that amount. 

The actual expenditure for 1991 last year was $6.6 
illion, so in fact our estimates for next year show a re- 
iction of some $800,000 overall in comparison to what 
as spent last year. 
| Then he makes the allegation, when I have already told 
'm that we are talking about having to deal promptly with 
ublic correspondence—when I became Premier, I was 
yncerned about the length of time it was taking for the 
ablic to get responses to the questions they were putting 
) us and I asked that we speed up the turnaround time and 
iat we make sure we were improving that in terms of 
stvice to the public. I think we are being careful with 
ublic expenditure in the Cabinet Office and in the 
remier’s office, and I will compare that expenditure with 
ie leader of the third party’s any day of the week. 


Mr Harris: I do have a second question for the Pre- 
aier, but when I clearly said that the Premier’s office and 
is Cabinet Office cost taxpayers more than $8 million, he 
onveniently left off the Premier’s office. I assumed that 
ie Premier’s office was support staff for him. Maybe it is 
yt Bob White, maybe it is for somebody else, but I as- 
umed he was the Premier and that money was for him. 


| 


RETAIL STORE HOURS 


Mr Harris: My second question is to the Premier. He 
vill know that I have long called for and been supportive 
f stronger legislation to protect the rights of workers, not 
ust to have Sunday off as a matter of fact, but for all 
ull-time workers to be able to have a day of the week off 
hat suits their family circumstance. 

Yesterday the Solicitor General tried to explain away 
is earlier comment that the government’s legislation to 
rotect employees from working on Sundays is weak and 
menforceable. Since he obviously had a hand in this legis- 
ation and in drafting this bill, I would like to ask the 
remier if he believes that his party’s and his government’s 
ew legislation will allow workers the right to refuse to 
vork on Sundays. . 


Hon Mr Rae: I do feel that it provides for that right, 
nd I do feel that, in the circumstances, it makes an impor- 
ant statement about the rights workers have, just as our 
ecupational health and safety legislation, which was pro- 
luced by the member’s party when the Conservatives were 
n office and supported by all three parties, also provides 
or a right to refuse unsafe work. It seems to me that it is 
mportant for legislation to contain those rights, and that is 
xactly what the legislation does. 


) 


Mr Harris: We agree it makes an important state- 
nent, one that we support and have been calling for for a 
onsiderable period of time. I accept the Premier’s assur- 
nces that in fact it is more than an important statement but 
t actually provides protection. But there are thousands of 
)ntarians who want the opportunity to work on Sundays: 
tudents who need extra money; parents who need two 
ncomes; thousands of struggling retailers all across On- 
ario, but particularly in tourist communities and in border 


communities, who want to open on Sundays, who need the 
additional revenues to stay in business. 

If the Premier is convinced his labour legislation is so 
strong that it protects every single retail worker who does 
not want to work on Sunday, can he explain why we need 
his other bill, which is merely a new version of the current 
Liberai law? 


Hon Mr Rae: I will tell members what our legislation 
is. If they look at the history of this question in the House 
over the last several years, and the leader of the third party 
and I have both been here for the time this was being 
discussed, first of all at the end of the Conservative gov- 
ernment through the 1985-87 period his then leader, Larry 
Grossman, got up and said he was on one side of the issue; 
then his party reversed itself and said no, it took a different 
position. One of the members of his caucus, the member 
for London North, has been a leader on this question. 

We support a common pause day, recognizing the va- 
lidity of the tourism exemption, and that is precisely the 
direction we have taken. It seems to me that it is a direc- 
tion that is entirely consistent with the mood of the major- 
ity of the members of this House and of this assembly over 
the last decade, and that is all it is. 


1500 


Mr Harris: We are losing $2.2 billion and 14,000 
jobs to cross-border shopping, part of that as a direct result 
of Sunday closings. Hudson’s Bay estimates it lost 4,800 
jobs since its stores were forced to close on Sundays. 

Many believe the government’s new legislation quite 
frankly is a sham. It does nothing to help ease the burden 
of our retailers. All it does is maintain responsibility for 
Sunday shopping to the municipalities, something the Pre- 
mier vigorously opposed when he was in opposition, and 
on top of that it now passes on all the costs. It is provincial 
legislation against the objections of the municipalities, and 
now it offloads all the costs on to municipalities. 

] ask the Premier, how does he justify this new legisla- 
tion not being asked for by municipalities? They do not 
want the responsibility. He knows that well; that was his 
position. How does he justify bringing in this bill which 
reinforces that it is their responsibility, something he op- 
posed, and now offloads all the costs of enforcing it on to 
the municipalities as well? 

Hon Mr Rae: During the entire decade of the 1970s 
when the Progressive Conservatives were in office, the 
question of designating tourism was in the hands of the 
municipalities. That was true throughout the 1980s, when the 
member for Nipissing was a member of the cabinet of Frank 
Miller. The position we have taken as a government— 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. If the member for Etobicoke 
West wishes to make interjections, which of course we 
know are out of order, he needs to be in his seat in order to 
be out of order. 

Hon Mr Rae: I can only tell the member that the 
balance we have struck, in terms of the tourism exemption 
and the fact that the municipalities are responsible for des- 
ignating that, is not any significant change in the responsi- 
bility of municipalities from what was the case prior to the 
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former legislation. Municipalities always had the responsi- 
bility with respect to bylaws on tourism. 

What would the member rather have? Would he rather 
have a provincial bureaucracy with an additional cost of $1 
million or $2 million? Is that the kind of solution he would 
like us to have? He should make up his mind in terms of 
what he wants. 


ONTARIO HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION 


Mr Curling: I will direct my question to the minister 
responsible for the Ontario Human Rights Commission. 
Yesterday the CBC reported about the Ombudsman con- 
ducting an investigation into the operation of the Ontario 
Human Rights Commission. In that report, the Ombuds- 
man discloses in part that due to the tremendous backlog 
choking the commission and the lack of. adequate staff to 
process the investigative claims, many cases have been 
jeopardized because of that process. The minister seems to 
feel that the appointment of five commissioners, who will 
sit one week every three months, will somehow magically 
cure the serious problems afflicting the commission. Will 
the minister please advise the House how she expects the 
part-time commissioners to perform such miraculous 
feats? 


Hon Ms Ziemba: First of all, the commissioners meet 
every Six weeks and not every three months, and they meet 
for three days. But what I want to talk about is a new plan 
for case management. I think that is very important, be- 
cause that is really what we want to address. 

This year we have focused on supporting an effective 
case management plan and we are going to make sure that 
all staff working in other areas will be working on case 
management. There is a task force on older cases. This will 
be extended another year. These people who work on the 
task force doing the older cases are experienced staff who 
have a reliable background and are working very hard to 
make sure that backlog and the very serious cases are ad- 
dressed quickly. We are fast-tracking and making a very 
straightforward process for the straightforward cases that 
can be addressed easily and quickly. The very complex 
cases are being assigned to experienced staff so they can 
be addressed in a meaningful way. We have also started an 
early settlement initiative and the early— 


The Speaker: Could the minister conclude her re- 
marks please? 


Hon Ms Ziemba: I am sorry, Mr Speaker. The case 
management program plan is very long and detailed. I am 
just saying that we have a definite case planning and are 
working towards that and we do have a lot more initiatives 
in place to settle the case management backlog. 


Mr Curling: I should put to the minister again that the 
commissioners do not look after the day-to-day operation 
and they will not resolve the backlog, as she seems to have 
indicated. The $12 million the previous government, the 
Liberal government, put in there will end by October of 
this year. There is no money there. The minister did not 
fight for any other money. There was no money there to 
increase. We need money to employ people and to look 
after the backlog. Of course the Ombudsman stated in the 


report, as disclosed by the CBC, that it may be a good 
sound management process, but the money is needed to d 
that. | 

Will the minister fight to get more money so that thi 
backlog can be addressed? She should not depend on th 


commissioners to feel that when they meet occasionally 
this will eventually clear up all the backlog. | 


Hon Ms Ziemba: Last year, $3 million of new mone 
was allocated to the OHRC. We felt this year that the nev 
case management program had only been implemented i 
September and needed some time to be addressed an 
looked into, and we did not feel we needed more money a 
this particular time to address that issue. 

What we had to do was to look at how to address thi 
case management plan. Obviously, last year the increase 0 
$3 million did not address the backlog; it did not reduc 
the backlog; it did not make a difference. The $3 millio: 
made no difference at all. We just saw an increase in th 
backlog and that is how it was. We decided this year tha 
we wanted to implement and use our money creatively in: 
fiscally responsible way and make sure the cases wer 
managed in a very proper way. As I said, we have a ver 
long, extensive process of making sure that we are fast 
tracking and that there are new processes in place. Th 
new commissioners who are going into place will work a 
a team with the commissioners who are there already an 
with the staff, to make sure the cases are handled properly. 


Mr Harris: I have a question for the Minister of Citi 
zenship as well. It deals with a problem of 1991 and I hop 
she does not try to give me an answer, like the Premie: 
that solves the problem of 20 years ago. 

In the report last night that was aired by CBC—and | 
is typical of the Liberals; they think the solution to ever 
problem is to spend more money. I want to congratulat 
the minister for not falling prey to that trap, unlike virtu 
ally the rest of her colleagues, including the Premier an 
the Treasurer. What concerned me about the report wa 
that $3 million of new money was added in 1989 and th 
backlog is longer. I understand the Liberals think they wil 
spend even more money and that the problem will be eve: 
worse. 

What does the minister have to say about allegation 
that the $3 million was misspent and that it went int 
middle management and not into hiring case workers an 
into the types of programs that would actually clean up th 
backlog? Could she give us a report on that? 


Interjections. 


Hon Ms Ziemba: I am having a hard time answerin, 
the questions, as my colleagues are saying to me that I an 
being called Mr Minister when I am really Madam Minis 
ter, but that is fine. 

We were concerned about the way the money wa 
spent last year and as we saw, the $3 million had been pu 
into a budget. I am pleased to say that with the new pro 
cess of case management and the fact that new staff ha 
been hired—a new executive director has been hired sinc 
that money has been allocated; she was hired in June o 
last year and she is working very hard to manage withi 
the system. 


VI really have to congratulate the staff at the OHRC and 
30 the commissioners because they have been working 
ider a very difficult situation. When there is a big back- 
g, when the community is upset, there is concern and 
ey have worked under great stress. Their morale has 
cked up. The turnover in staff has really diminished. In 
ct, they are at a low in staff turnover compared to other 
vars. The staff is working very hard and trying to work in 
team effort. I thank the member for congratulating us for 
ot being fiscally irresponsible. 

510 

Mr Harris: The second aspect of the report of last 
ight that concerned me immensely was that instead of 
vending time solving the backlog, it appeared as though 
1e staff at the Ontario Human Rights Commission were 
sending more of their time and effort in how they could 
iwart the investigation of another provincial government 
zency, that of the Ombudsman, which was in there trying 
» help and to make recommendations on how we could 
nprove the system. 

_ I wonder if the minister could tell us why one agency 
f this government is spending time and money thwarting 
a investigation by another agency of this government, 
oth surely trying to come up with solutions to the prob- 
»m of this horrendous backlog. 

Hon Ms Ziemba: I really think the staff of the OHRC 
ave worked very hard and very closely with the Office of 
ve Ombudsman. I have the confidence of the staff. We 
ave a lot of new staff, and this report was started in 1989. 
ince then, in those two years that have transpired, the 
taff has changed dramatically and the co-operation be- 
ween the Ombudsman’s office and the staff has been han- 
led very well. 

I have to say they have been working under extreme 
ressure, they have tried to accomplish miracles, they have 
ow looked at a very good way of case management and 
ney are working very hard to address their problems. I 
ink we really have to support them. Human rights and 
eople with human rights violations are the responsibility 
f everyone. Every one of us here—and this is not a politi- 
al discussion—has to take responsibility to make sure that 
eople do not have their human rights violated. I wish to 
ave the co-operation of every member of this staff that we 
an eliminate racism and prejudiced environments. 


UNIFIED FAMILY COURT 


Mr Winninger: My question is directed at the Attor- 
ey General. At present, family court judges, with the ex- 
eption of the Unified Family Court in Hamilton, are 
mited in the rulings they can make regarding the best 
nterest of children. For example, a judge cannot challenge 
he authority of the children’s aid society to place or trans- 
er a ward to or from a particular setting unless there has 
een a clear abuse of statutory authority, since judges at 
he provincial level lack the parens patriae jurisdiction of 
uperior judges. 

Given that in a Unified Family Court judges would 
ave an overriding authority to assess whether a placement 
s in the best interest of the child and if necessary, to find 
lternatives to serve a child in his own family or community, 
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what steps are being taken to establish a Unified Family 
Court across Ontario, since the report of the Advisory 
Committee on Children’s Services recommended in No- 
vember 1990 the creation of a Unified Family Court at the 
superior level? 

Hon Mr Hampton: The question is indeed a good 
one and a timely one. We have indicated to the federal 
government our desire to talk about the concept of a Uni- 
fied Family Court in Ontario, because we are certainly 
aware of the problems and concerns with respect to the 
family court structure as it now exists and are hopeful that 
we will receive a favourable response from the federal 
government. 


Mr Winninger: When the Unified Family Court is 
established, will the jurisdiction of these judges extend to 
all cases concerning the welfare of children, including di- 
vorce and division of property? 


Hon Mr Hampton: We are interested in talking with 
the federal Minister of Justice about the whole concept of 
the Unified Family Court. It would clearly be our goal to 
put in place a Unified Family Court which allows the court 
to deal with all issues pertaining to family law and to the 
best interests of the child. 


CONFLICT OF INTEREST 


Mr Scott: It is always a pleasure to welcome the Pre- 
mier back. When he has been out lecturing in lands where 
he has no responsibility, he comes back rejuvenated, be- 
having just like the old opposition member he still inher- 
ently is. 

I would like to ask him about conflict of interest under 
his government. He supplemented the Members’ Conflict 
of Interest Act with the much-vaunted Premier’s guide- 
lines, which were to put all matters to rest but which 
have—what shall I say?—not exactly been a roaring suc- 
cess on the ground. 

After six months, we have seen the secret modification 
that went to his caucus. We have hired a Bay Street lawyer 
to figure out who divested and who did not and why and 
why not. We have seen ministers and parliamentary assis- 
tants obliged to answer about a wide variety of things. 

One of the simplest things in the conflict-of-interest act 
is the rule respecting gifts, which provides, under subsec- 
tion 6(1), that a member is not allowed to receive any gift 
in excess of a certain amount or any gift that is connected 
directly or indirectly with the performance of his or her 
duties. 


An hon member: Question, question. 


Mr Scott: We are coming to the question and I think 
he will be interested to hear it. 


An hon member: Not getting paid by the hour here. 


Mr Scott: I know he is not paid by the hour here. 
What I want to ask the Premier is what he would think if it 
came to his attention that the parliamentary assistant to the 
Chairman of Management Board received a very hand- 
some cheque made out in his own name some six weeks 
ago for addressing a public meeting or a convention meet- 
ing on the subjects that are inherent in his ministry. 
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Hon Mr Rae: I think any such cheque should be 
promptly returned. 

Mr Scott: What would the Premier make of the fact 
that the commissioner said it should be returned and that 
he wanted confirmation from the secretary to the Premier 
that it had been returned? What would he make of the fact 
that the request was made some three weeks ago, 23 May, 
and that there has been no response? There is no indication 
that the cheque has been returned. There is no letter in the 
commissioner’s office from Mr Agnew that the cheque has 
been returned. Is this the way badly paid parliamentary 
assistants are going to be allowed to supplement their in- 
comes under the Premier’s guidelines? 


Hon Mr Rae: I am sure that, in the interest of fair- 
ness, the member for St George-St David would want to 
give me a chance to ask the member about this. But let me 
make it very clear to the member for St George-St David 
that I am sure any such cheque should be returned. I have 
made that very clear and, as far as I am concerned, that is 
basic. 


Mr Scott: So is it going back? 


Hon Mr Rae: Absolutely, and I answer that in terms 
of my first question. 


HERITAGE CONSERVATION 


Mrs Marland: My question is for the Minister of 
Culture and Communications. I was amazed and actually 
very disappointed that this minister announced the forma- 
tion of an advisory committee on the new heritage legisla- 
tion. The previous government launched a heritage policy 
review four years ago. Last May we finally received its 
new heritage policy and draft legislation. Fifty-four groups 
submitted feedback on the proposals. Now the minister’s 
advisory committee will not report to him until November. 
In the meantime, our history is being torn down. My ques- 
tion is, given the urgent need to protect our historical 


buildings, why is this minister delaying the introduction of: 


new heritage legislation? 
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Hon Mr Marchese: This minister is not delaying the 
legislation I hopefully will be able to bring it once we have 
been able to bring all of the heritage activists together, and 
many of them are in this advisory group. Many of these 
members have been consulted about what the draft had put 
together, based on the consultations that had happened, 
and many of them have told us that their views were not 
reflected in that draft. 

To be able to bring a comprehensive report together, I 
have put together an advisory group of heritage activists so 
that they can respond to the new draft, the new discussion 
paper we have put together. We are meeting in July, and in 
early September as well, to review all of this so we can 
have a comprehensive legislation or comprehensive policy 
that will protect our heritage buildings and our non-tangi- 
ble heritage as well. . 


Mrs Marland: This minister is stalling. We have had 
four years of review and consultation. There is no reason 
the government cannot introduce the legislation now, then 


have it go out to committee for consultation and public 
input. | 

As a matter of fact, his parliamentary assistant, the’ 
member for Kingston and The Islands, said on 20 Decem- 
ber, “I am sure that we realize they need support from the 
Ministry of Culture and Communications...in a strength- 
ened heritage bill which will be introduced in the near 
future.” That is six months ago that his own parliamentary 
assistant made that statement. In the meantime, London, 
Markham and Toronto have had to pass private bills to 
protect their heritage buildings. 

Is that what this government advocates, a private bill 
for every municipality in the province in order to save our 
heritage buildings and with them our precious Ontario her- 
itage? Is that really what this government is all about? 

Hon Mr Marchese: I appreciate the member’s con- 
cern and welcome the questions she raises. I want to assure 
her that this ministry wants to play a leadership role in 
making sure that we do not destroy our heritage, both our 
property and non-tangible heritage. 

I want to point out to the member again that if we had 
put out the draft that was ready a few months ago, we 
would have delayed the legislation even longer, because 
those very people we would have consulted would have 
told us: “This does not reflect this. Go back and do it 
again.” We would then have had to go back and consult 
again to make sure we had reflected their views accurately, 
What we are doing is making sure that all the questions are 
answered in the beginning so as to ensure the process is 
not delayed in the end. 


SKILLS TRAINING 

Mr Hansen: My question is for the Minister of Col- 
leges and Universities. I question the minister’s statement 
regarding the retraining agreement for the laid-off steel- 
workers of Sault Ste Marie. Why was it necessary for this 
agreement to be made? Is the operating grant that the Min- 
ister of Colleges and Universities provided to the Sault 
College of Applied Arts and Technology not supposed to 
cover the cost of this type of training? 


Hon Mr Allen: Certainly the colleges are provided 
with funds to accommodate this type of training, but not 
the unusual and irregular numbers of enrolments that occur 
under these specific circumstances, which the formula is 
not designed to accommodate. In point of fact, the enrol- 
ment at Sault College is entirely full in terms of the grant 
allocations that have been transferred for this year. In a 
discussion this morning with the president of the college, 
Ron Doyle, he told me they had had a 67% increase in 
applicants for the first year over last year’s numbers. 

We were faced with a very simple situation. Were we 
going to simply displace community members in courses 
to which they wanted access in order to give preference to 
the Canadian Steel Trades and Employment Congress and 
the laid-off workers in the Algoma community, or were we 
going to provide additional funds in order to make that 
happen? We decided to take the latter course, to help the 
college accommodate that unusual enrolment in order to 
provide training for those laid-off workers in the Sault. 


Mr Hansen: How long will this agreement last? 


Hon Mr Allen: In the first instance, the program will 
st two years, but it is open-ended in the sense that if the 
deral government is prepared to put further funding into 
2 CSTEC part of the agreement and extend it over a 
ager period of time, this government will match that 
nding and prolong the program. 


DISPOSAL OF DEAD ANIMALS 


_ Mr Poirier: I have a question for the Minister of Ag- 
culture and Food. As the minister is quite aware, opera- 
ts of companies that retrieve dead animals from Ontario 
tms are going through some extremely difficult times, to 
‘e point that at least one of the major operators has ceased 
berations as of 31 May. His own ministry’s recent audit 
* the finances of six typical deadstock dealers has shown 
at for 1991 the predicted average loss per operator will 
» about $125,000, and for some about $500,000. 


Licensed deadstock recuperators used to pick up 
zadstock free of charge to farmers because they used to 
cake some profit from the sales of animal hides, meat, 
ones and byproducts. Unfortunately, prices paid to 
zadstock dealers for these products have now fallen 
rough the floor, to the point that some companies now 
ant to charge the deadstock dealers for taking these prod- 
cts. How is the minister going to resolve soon this incred- 
le predicament that farmers and deadstock operators are 
aught in? 


Hon Mr Buchanan: I want to assure the member that 
lis is not a new problem for this minister. This is a prob- 
m that we encountered immediately on 1 October, when 
fe Started dealing with it from my ministry’s perspective. 
here were meetings with the operators. We met with the 
eadstock dealer-operator association. We have had sev- 
ral meetings with the various commodity groups. The 
rember makes a good point when he states that the com- 
10dities they have to sell in order to cover their expenses 
nd make a reasonable profit have been in serious decline, 
nd projections are not good for the industry. 


The meetings we had with the various farm commodity 
roups were an attempt to have these groups look at a 
heckoff or some way of providing money for the industry, 
ather than having a direct grant from the government. We 
rere unable to resolve that issue with a checkoff; however, 
1e commodity groups, producers, have supported the con- 
ept of user pay. The government has endorsed that con- 
ept. Not all the operators are happy with it, but they have 
een trying to cope with that system in order to continue to 
rovide service. 

It is a difficult situation for farmers when they are 
sked to pay for a pickup, especially when they have lost 
n animal, but it is a situation we are working with. We are 
Oing to advertise the seriousness of the problem and con- 
nue to monitor the situation. 


Mr Poirier: The minister and his colleagues the Min- 
ter of Health and the Minister of the Environment will be 
specially interested in the following: We all know that the 
Ww says it is the responsibility of farmers to dispose of 
1eir dead animals by opting for one of two options—ei- 
ier burying the animal under at least two feet of earth 
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within 24 hours of its death or having it removed by a 
licensed deadstock dealer. 

As the minister knows, some deadstock dealers caught 
in the sudden financial vise have tried to implement a 
direct user fee to the farmers for recuperating their dead 
animals. This has proved to be a fiasco as they have since 
noted a substantial reduction of deadstock picked up at 
farms. I wonder what is happening to the missing car- 
casses. Evidence seems to indicate that direct user fees 
result in the fact that carcasses may be disposed of in 
manners contrary to the law, with possible grave conse- 
quences to the environment and the public’s health, espe- 
cially in the winter months. 

The best way to ensure that all farmers will call li- 
censed deadstock dealers each time a dead animal needs to 
be picked up is for the minister to implement a commodity 
checkoff per animal or product unit sold by farmers. 
Would the minister please confirm that he will not imple- 
ment a direct user fee for farmers, but instead will put in 
place soon a checkoff system? 


Hon Mr Buchanan: We continue to explore that. We 
would need to work in co-operation with the various com- 
modity groups if we were going to look at a checkoff. In 
fact, I personally support that. I think it is a much more 
uniform system and probably would provide better service 
to the farmers in rural Ontario. However, it is not up to me 
to impose that. We continue to have negotiations with the 
various commodity groups. Some of the groups do support 
the concept of a checkoff and others do not. With the 
closure of the one large operator in eastern Ontario to 
which the member referred, I think this will bring the 
problem more to a head and perhaps all of the livestock 
groups can come together and agree on a checkoff. 


1530 
HOCKEY FRANCHISE 


Mr Sterling: I also have a question to the Minister of 
Agriculture and Food. I advised his staff earlier today that 
I would be asking this question because I would like a real 
answer. How much is the minister spending to oppose the 
building of the Palladium for the Ottawa Senators in the 
regional municipality of Ottawa-Carleton? How much is 
his ministry spending in opposing this application for re- 
zoning of this land? 

Hon Mr Buchanan: | cannot answer the question at 
this time; the Ontario Municipal Board hearing is taking 
place. This is a question of considerable note that is before 
the hearing and I do not feel it is appropriate for me to give 
out the answer to that question at this time. 


Mr Sterling: If the Palladium is not built on its pres- 
ent site, everyone should realize there will not be Ottawa 
Senators in the regional municipality of Ottawa-Carleton. 

These hearings are going on for eight weeks. The min- 
istry has hired top legal outside counsel; it has hired at 
least five, six or seven expert witnesses. The hearings are 
to go on for some eight weeks. I have heard estimates that 
it is going to cost the proponent, Bruce Firestone, who is 
appearing in front of the OMB today, probably in the 
neighbourhood of $1 million to go through this process. 
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The Ministry of Agriculture and Food is the chief oppo- 
nent to this application. 

The people in eastern Ontario are asking why the min- 
ister is spending all of his resources to fight this particular 
application for 98 acres of perhaps class 2 agricultural 
land, when there are thousands and thousands of acres of 
class 1 agricultural land in southwestern Ontario going 
into urbanization with little but a nod from his ministry. 
What does he have against the Ottawa Senators? What 
does his government have against eastern Ontario? 


Hon Mr Buchanan: | want to assure the member for 
Carleton that this government has nothing against the Ot- 
tawa Senators. What the ministry is doing is upholding the 
Food Land Guidelines which suggest that if there are alter- 
native sites that are suitable, the farm land should be pre- 
served. That is what we are doing, upholding the Food 
Land Guidelines which say if there are alternative sites, 
then that land should be preserved for farm land. 

I would remind the member this is a new government 
that believes in preserving farm land, class 1 and class 2. 
These are not the old days. I remember back in the heyday 
of his party’s government when we had 21 acres per hour 
going out of production. This government believes in pre- 
serving agricultural farm land. 


The Speaker: Could the minister conclude his remarks. 


Hon Mr Buchanan: We will continue to fight to pre- 
serve agricultural land through the OMB and through other 
processes, because we believe it is very important to pre- 
serve the farm land and the farmers. We also believe it is 
important to have this hockey team in Ottawa. We think 
there are alternative sites and we will do what— 


The Speaker: Would the minister take his seat, 
please. 


FRENCHMAN’S BAY 


Mr Wiseman: My question is to the Minister of the 
Environment. I attended a meeting last night with a num- 
ber of residents who live around Frenchman’s Bay in my 
riding. There is a considerable amount of concern develop- 
ing over what is happening in Frenchman’s Bay with po- 
tential silting up and development around the edges. I 
would like to ask the minister whether she has had a 
chance to review the situation with Frenchman’s Bay, and 
what is happening with her ministry. 


Hon Mrs Grier: I am glad to respond to that question 
because I know the area and the ecosystem of 
Frenchman’s Bay have been considerably stressed over re- 
cent years and there is enormous pressure for development 
in that area. I am glad to be able to share with the House 
the fact that we have had a consultant look at all the re- 
ports—and I think there are 20 of them—that have been 
done over the years and prepare a comprehensive over- 
view of the state of the bay. 

My understanding is that the report is almost com- 
pleted, at which point it will be released. I hope the local 
municipality and the groups in the area will have some 
public discussion and a public debate as to what we can do 
to protect that very special area. 


PETITIONS 


SOCIAL SERVICES | 


Mr Jackson: I have a petition to the Lieutenant Gov- 
ernor and to the Legislature of Ontario: 

“We demand that the Rae government act immediately 
to introduce a social worker act for Ontario. Without this 
urgently needed legislation, every member of the public in 
Ontario, including those most vulnerable and disfran- 
chised, remains at enormous and unnecessary risk. 

“Mr Rae, your government must act now. Building a 
strong Ontario for tomorrow is dependent on protecting 
the children and families of today.” 

This petition is signed by several hundred social work- 
ers and health care professionals and has my signature of 
support as well. 

Mr Miclash: I have a petition to the Legislature of 
Ontario: 

“Yes, I demand that the Rae government act immedi- 
ately to introduce a social work act for Ontario. Without 
this urgently needed legislation, every member of the pub- 
lic in Ontario, including those most vulnerable and disfran- 
chised, remains at enormous and unnecessary risk. 

“Mr Rae, your government must act now. Building a 
strong Ontario for tomorrow is dependent on protecting 
the children and families of today.” 

This petition is signed by 74 people and I attach my 
signature to it. 


PLANT CLOSURE 

Mr Wood: I have a petition here, signed by 39 peopie 
in Kapuskasing. They are concerned about the accomoda- 
tion mamagement information system plan they are talking 
about putting into effect which would involve a direct lay- 
off of 1,200 people, and in the whole community it would 
involve 6,000 people. It is signed by 39 people, and it is 
my pleasure to present this in the House today. 


FRENCH-LANGUAGE SERVICES 


Mr Ramsay: | have a petition here that I am pleased 
to present on behalf of my constituents, although I do no! 
agree with the contents of the petition: 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Ontario as follows: 

“Whereas the French Language Services Act, 1986, 
Bill 8, continues to elevate tensions and misunderstandings 
over language issues throughout the province, not only at 
the provincial but also at the municipal levels; and 

“Whereas the current government disputes its self- 
serving select committee and intends to encourage in- 
creased use of French in the courts, schools and in other 
provincial services to ensure that the French Language 
Services Act is working well to the best of their concen- 
trated efforts; and 

“Whereas the spiralling costs of government to the tax- 
payers are being forced even higher due to the duplication 
of departments, translations, etc, to comply not only with 
the written but also the unwritten intent of the French Lan- 
guage Services Act; and 

“Whereas the spiralling costs of education to the tax- 
payer are being forced even higher due to the demands of 
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t another board of education—French-language school 
pard, 

“We, the undersigned, request that the French Lan- 
-age Services Act be repealed and its artificial structures 
3mantled immediately, and English be declared as the 
ficial language of Ontario in governments, its institutions 
d services.” 


| 


SOCIAL SERVICES 


_ Mrs Cunningham: I have a petition addressed to the 
ogislative Assembly of Ontario, which reads as follows: 

_ “We request the government to act immediately to in- 
oduce a social work act for Ontario. Without this urgently 
seded legislation, every member of the public in Ontario, 
cluding those most vulnerable and disfranchised, re- 
ains at enormous and unnecessary risk. 

_ “Mr Rae, your government must act now. Building a 
rong Ontario for tomorrow is dependent on protecting 
e children and families of today.” 

_ This petition is signed by 114 people from the south- 
est Ontario area including London, Brantford, Windsor 
1d Stratford, and I have signed my name to this petition. 


GOVERNMENT POLICY 


Mr Callahan: I have a petition here signed by numer- 
us people. It reads: 

“Do you disagree with tripling the deficit? Have you 
ad enough of tax increases? If yes, voice your dissatisfac- 
on. Sign below. We will send this form to Bob Rae and 
loyd Laughren.” 

I submit the petition and I have signed it myself. 
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INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


MULTIMOBILE CORPORATION LIMITED ACT, 1991 


Mr Offer moved first reading of Pr65, An Act to re- 
ive Multimobile Corporation Limited. 


Motion agreed to. 


MAGNUM INTERNATIONAL PRODUCTIONS INC ACT, 
1991 


Mr Mahoney moved first reading of Bill Pr42, An Act 
) revive Magnum International Productions Inc. 


Motion agreed to. 
REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY OF OTTAWA-CARLETON 
AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI SUR LA 
MUNICIPALITE REGIONALE D’OTTAWA-CARLETON 
Mr Cooke moved first reading of Bill 123, An Act to 
mend the Regional Municipality of Ottawa-Carleton Act. 


M. Cooke propose la premiére lecture du projet de 
1 123, Loi portant modification de la Loi sur la munici- 
alité régionale d’ Ottawa-Carleton. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 


CITY OF CHATHAM ACT, 1991 


Mr Hope moved first reading of Bill Pr75, An Act 
especting the City of Chatham. 


Motion agreed to. 


HIGHWAY TRAFFIC AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LE CODE DE LA ROUTE 


Mrs Cunningham moved first reading of Bill 124, An 
Act to amend the Highway Traffic Act. 

M™¢ Cunningham propose la premiére lecture du pro- 
jet de loi 124, Loi portant modification du Code de la 
route. 

Motion agreed to. 

La motion est adoptée. 


Mrs Cunningham: The purpose of the bill is to 
amend the Highway Traffic Act to require that bicyclists 
wear helmets. The reason we are introducing this bill is 
that statistics in Ontario and Canada speak for themselves: 
60 children will die in bike accidents in Canada this year, 
most from head injuries, and over 5,000 children will be 
seriously injured. Bicyclists with helmets have an 85% 
reduction in the risk of a head injury and an 88% reduction 
in the risk of a brain injury. The purpose of this bill is to 
prevent such tragedies, and we will be doing this bill two 
weeks from now. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


ONTARIO LOAN ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 SUR LES EMPRUNTS DE L’ONTARIO 


Resuming consideration of Bill 81, An Act to autho- 
rize borrowing on the credit of the Consolidated Revenue 
Fund. 

Reprise de 1’étude du projet de loi 81, Loi autorisant 
des emprunts garantis par le Trésor. 

The Speaker: Yesterday, pursuant to standing order 
27(g), the division requested on the motion for second 
reading of Bill 81 was deferred until immediately follow- 
ing routine proceedings today. 
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The House divided on Mr Laughren’s motion for sec- 
ond reading of Bill 81, which was agreed to on the fol- 
lowing vote: 

La motion de M. Laughren pour la deuxiéme lecture du 
projet de loi 81, mise aux voix, est adoptée : 


Ayes/Pour-63 


Abel, Allen, Bisson, Buchanan, Carter, Christopherson, 
Cooke, Cooper, Coppen, Dadamo, Drainville, Duignan, 
Farnan, Ferguson, Fletcher, Frankford, Gigantes, Grier, 
Haeck, Hampton, Hansen, Harrington, Haslam, Hayes, 
Hope, Huget, Jamison, Johnson, Klopp, Kormos, 
Laughren, Lessard, MacKinnon, Malkowski, Mammoliti, 
Marchese, Martel, Martin, Mathyssen, Mills, Morrow, 
Murdock, S., North, O’Connor, Owens, Perruzza, Pilkey, 
Pouliot, Rizzo, Silipo, Sutherland, Ward, B., Ward, M., 
Wark-Martyn, Waters, Wessenger, White, Wildman, Wil- 
son, F., Wilson, G., Winninger, Wiseman, Wood. 


Nays/Contre—28 


Arnott, Beer, Bradley, Callahan, Carr, Chiarelli, 
Cordiano, Cunningham, Elston, Eves, Grandmaitre, 
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Harnick, Marland, McClelland, McLean, Miclash, 
Murdoch, B., Poirier, Ramsay, Runciman, Sola, Sorbara, 
Sterling, Stockwell, Tilson, Turnbull, Wilson, J., Witmer. 


Bill ordered for third reading. 
Le projet de loi devra passer a l’étape de troisiéme 
lecture. 


OPPOSITION DAY: 


ONTARIO ECONOMY 


Mr Kwinter moved opposition day motion 4: 

That in the opinion of this House, this government has 
failed to recognize and address the massive deindustrial- 
ization and restructuring under way in the Ontario econ- 
omy which has led to the loss of 248,000 jobs since the 
New Democratic Party assumed power, the erosion of 
Ontario’s quality of life and the destruction of the fabric of 
manufacturing and resource communities. Therefore, this 
House calls upon the Premier and the Treasurer to provide 
leadership in establishing true working partnerships with 
business and labour to reorient the province’s fiscal priori- 
ties, attract new investment and new jobs, improve com- 
petitiveness and train and retrain Ontario workers in order 
to enable Ontario industry and workers to compete in an 
increasingly global market. 


Mr Kwinter: I rise to speak on a topic that is causing 
me some great concern. If members will look at the mo- 
tion, it does not really blame the government for creating 
this problem. I do not think anyone would be as naive as to 
think that on 6 September suddenly everything in Ontario 
went, as the expression goes, to hell in a handbasket. 

There is no question there are cyclical things that hap- 
pen in the economy and this government had the misfor- 
tune of getting into government at the time when the 
economy was down in the same way we had the good 
fortune of being in power during five years of unprece- 
dented growth in Ontario. Again, I do not want to mislead 
anybody to think we would assume to take credit for those 
five years of unprecedented growth, growth that in fact 
was so unprecedented it was the leading economy in the 
industrialized world during much of that time. 

What I do feel is that this government has failed to 
recognize and address the massive problems that are tak- 
ing place, and what is even worse, it has exacerbated the 
problem. 

I was at committee the other day and the Minister of 
Industry, Trade and Technology appeared to talk about 
cross-border shopping, and one of the causes was free 
trade, according to him. When I pointed out to him, 
“Could you tell me one single item that has either gone up 
or gone down as a result of free trade?” he said: “Techni- 
cally, you’re right. There’s no question that that hasn’t 
happened, but there is a climate, and free trade has created 
this negative climate.” So what I would like to do is talk 
about some of the climate conditions that we have in On- 
tario and how this government has failed to address them. 

Members will remember that on 30 November an ad 
appeared in the Wall Street Journal and it said, “Investors 
beware.” It went on to talk about the problems under a 
New Democratic government in Ontario and it finished by 
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saying, “If you once thought Ontario was a safe place t 
invest, think again.” I want to hasten to say that I think thi 
ad was irresponsible. I do not in any way condone th 
people who put the ad in the Wall Street Journal. Havin; 
said that, the fact is that this ad was in the Wall Stree 
Journal; it reached a million decision-makers in the Unite 
States who were in a position to possibly affect a decisio1 
to invest in Ontario, and they saw this ad. 
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On 17 December Barron’s, which is the official orga 
of Dow Jones, the bible of the investment industry in th 
United States and for that matter the investment world, ha 
an editorial, and the editorial is headed, “Ontari 
Hydra”—not Hydro but Hydra—“In Canada a New So 
cialist Threat Raises Its Ugly Head.” 

What is significant about that article, other than the fac 
that it is very derogatory about the government, is the 
during that week Margaret Thatcher was literally holdin, 
on by a thread in the United Kingdom, the Persian Gul 
war was just getting under way, Mexico and the Unite 
States announced that they were going to be pursuing 
North American free trade agreement, and there was sig 
nificant news out of Europe 1992 and significant news ou 
of GATT, but Barron’s, an American publication, the offi 
cial spokesorgan of Dow Jones, used its editorial page t 
deride what was happening in Ontario, saying, in its fing 
words, “Let foreign buyers beware.” 

You add to that the budget that came out on 29 April 
We already know what has happened there. The bond rat 
ing services have downgraded Ontario’s credit worthiness 
I admit that other than the money and maybe some embar 
rassment—I do not know whether there is any embarrass 
ment or not—it is not that significant in itself, but it i 
really just one more thing to add to the picture of Ontario. 

When the Treasurer went down to New York not to 
long ago, there were comments in the media by Americai 
counsellors for people investing in Ontario saying, “I’n 
telling my people to pull out.” 

Add to that Bill 70. Without question, the governmen 
has obviously seen the error of its ways and has retracte: 
the most objectionable parts of Bill 70. But the major con 
cern about Bill 70 is not so much its draconian provisions 
but the fact that about 30 people in this government, th 
cabinet, sat down, must have heard all of the provisions o 
Bill 70, must have been told what it meant and what | 
was, and they thought it was fine. Obviously they though 
it was fine because it was introduced, which meant that th 
Premier of Ontario thought it was fine, and that the Minis 
ter of Industry, Trade and Technology thought it was great 
He must have thought it was great, or he has no voice i 
cabinet. The Treasurer obviously thought it was fine, an 
everybody else in that cabinet thought that Bill 70, with al 
its provisions, was just fine. 

What happened, as we all know, is that the bill wa 
introduced. I can say as a member of the previous govern 
ment for nearly six years that we had some controversia 
bills. We had our share of them. But as to the angst and th 
negative impact on the business community of that act, 
have not heard of anyone having that same feeling abou 
any other bill that we brought in, and I have to tell member 
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te brought in some beauties. I say “beauties” in the sense 
Jat they really alienated some people. 

| Obviously the message got through, but what has hap- 
‘ned is that the feeling is there that here is a government 
Jat does not seem to really care about its ability to attract 
ivestment. Is that important? Should we worry about it? 


’ J should tell members that Ontario is one of the most 
ade-dependent jurisdictions in the world and one of the 
: ost investment-sensitive jurisdictions in the world. When 
ou take a look at the major plant closings, almost without 
ception they are all controlled by offshore companies. 

| 


The sad part of this tale is that if a Canadian company 
‘oes bust or shuts down, that is normally because it has 
one bankrupt or the owner has died, or for some reason 
1e company goes down. When you have these multina- 
onals going down, the main reason is that either the plant 
iey have is no longer competitive, is not productive, or 
nere has been a corporate decision to rationalize, to 
ownsize, or as some would call it to rightsize, and they 
ike a look at all their options. They have lots of options 
nd that is one of the benefits and one of the problems of 
aving foreign investment in your jurisdiction. 


I have used this line before, but Tennessee Williams 
rote A Streetcar Named Desire, and Blanche Du Bois, in 
ne of her final lines, says, “I have always been dependent 
n the kindness of strangers.” That is really what Canada 
;. Canada has always been dependent on the kindness of 
trangers. When we wanted our resources developed, we 
ad to go to the United Kingdom, to the United States and 
9 other European countries, and more recently we have 
‘one to the Far East, to Hong Kong, to Korea and to Japan, 
nd we are very active. The Minister of Industry, Trade 
nd Technology will tell members that we have a network 
round the world trying to attract industry and investment 
0 Ontario. 


It is competitive, I can tell members. I have sat down 
nd negotiated with companies like Ford, where we are 
ompeting intracompany. I remember a situation where 
here was a decision whether the plant should go to St 
Quis, Missouri, or whether it should go to Oakville. The 
lecision is made at the boardroom table and the people at 
‘ord in St Louis are as anxious and as determined to get 
hat plant as the people in Oakville. 


What happens is that the board sits there and has to 
nake a decision. I can tell members that in politics your 
ast comes back to haunt you. We constantly dredge out 
vhat members said in opposition and what the Premier 
aid in opposition. We bring that out to bolster our argu- 
nents and to try to deflate the arguments of the now 
overnment. 

These people do the same thing. I can tell members 
hat these plant managers and these vice-presidents are 
aying: “Instead of going to Ontario, take a look at this. 
ok at this ad. Look at this article. Look at what they 
ave done. Why would you possibly go to that jurisdiction 
vhen you can do it here and you know what you are 
etting? You know we have this progressive environment 
nd it is something we can in fact build on.” That is a 
roblem and that disturbs me, because what it is doing is 


making it more and more difficult for us to go out and 
attract this kind of situation. 

The attracting of investment and new jobs is as much 
dependent on the perceived climate as it is on any of the 
cash incentives or any of the other inducements that are 
there. It is something that is almost impossible to counter 
because you do not know when it is being used against 
you. I am very disturbed that this seems to be something 
that is not of great concern to this government, and if that 
is the case, so be it and we will take our chances. That, I 
say, is a Sad commentary. 

The other thing I want to talk about is competitiveness. 
There is a, surprising to me, total unawareness, it seems, 
certainly by the Minister of Industry, Trade and Technol- 
ogy, of what competitiveness means. Yesterday, in a re- 
sponse to the leader of the third party, he talked about “the 
United States, and the disparity which sets us in an un- 
competitive position, if they do not understand the impact 
of the free trade agreement and how that has disadvan- 
taged the Ontario trucking industry and any number of 
other industries, if they do not understand the North Amer- 
ican free trade agreement and what the potential impact 
with Mexico could be here, they do not understand com- 
petitiveness. It is not the Treasurer of Ontario who does 
not understand it; I think it may be the treasurer in Ottawa 
who does not understand the word ‘competitiveness.’” 
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I can only say that the minister has no idea what he is 
talking about because what he has done is to outline what 
is uncompetitive, not competitive. If he talks about Mex- 
ico, it has nothing to do with competitiveness; it means 
that we are not competitive with it, that we are uncompeti- 
tive. As a result, there is no desire to attack that particular 
problem. 

Let me tell a story that puts it into practical terms. It is 
one we deal with, or we will be dealing with very shortly. 
It was alluded to by the Premier today, and that has to do 
with de Havilland. 

De Havilland is an aircraft company in Toronto very 
close to my riding; it is probably 1,000 feet out of my 
riding. It has around 5,000 employees. It is the largest 
employer in Metro Toronto. It is owned by Boeing, the 
largest and most successful aircraft company in the world. 
It has a product, the Dash-8, which is one of the most 
successful short takeoff and landing aircraft in the world. It 
has orders for this airplane. As a matter of fact, the last 
time I heard, they had about 100 aircraft on order. That is a 
very healthy order book for this aircraft. 

They want to get rid of that company, and the question 
has to be, why? Boeing is the largest and most successful 
aircraft company in the world. It is their business to sell 
airplanes. They have a successful airplane that people want 
to buy. Why would they possibly want to sell that company? 

The answer is very simple. At the present time they are 
building five aircraft a month in that plant. Figure it out: 
That is 60 a year; they have over 100 orders; it is going to 
take them a couple of years to fill their existing orders. The 
sad part about it is that every time they build an airplane, 
they lose over $1 million dollars. 
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They felt that if they maybe built six a month, which 
would fill their customers’ orders sooner, they might be 
able to effect some savings. They did a cost analysis and 
found that if they built six a month, they would lose more 
than $1 million an airplane. What is really the saddest part, 
and what really points out the uncompetitive aspect of that 
company, is that its statistics and studies show that if it was 
building that airplane in Seattle, Washington, where its 
head office is and where its main plant is, it could build 
three a month and make money. 

They have said, “There is no way we can continue to 
subsidize our customers to buy this plane, and as a result 
we are Selling out.” The new buyers, Aérospatiale from 
France and Alenia from Italy, have taken a look at it and 
said: 

“We are certainly not interested in buying this com- 
pany just to lose money. We will buy it on the condition 
that we can restructure it, which means we are going to 
have to do some very radical things. We are going to have 
to cut down on the work force. We are going to have to 
out-source some of our materials. We are going to have to 
get competitive. That is what we are talking about when 
we talk about competitiveness. If we cannot compete, 
there is no reason for us to buy it.” 

Immediately, the response of this government is: “No 
way. You have to keep those jobs. You have to be un- 
competitive because we are not prepared to let you buy 
that company and be competitive. We insist that you pay 
for the honour of losing money and staying uncompeti- 
tive.” That is a silly kind of argument. That is the typical 
kind of response that we are getting. 

We are getting exactly the same thing at Algoma. I 
have great sympathy for the workers who are there. It 
would be a terrible thing to have people lose their jobs, but 
let us not continue to kid the troops. Dofasco, which is one 
of the most successful and the largest steel company in 
Canada, just bought it three years ago. They have decided 
they are going to write off $700 million. They did not say, 
“We are going to sell it to somebody.” They have deter- 
mined that they are taking their investment, they are writ- 
ing it off and they are not going to support that company 
any more. The response I would have made is, “What can 
we do to make that plant more attractive to Dofasco or 
some other investor to keep it going?” But that was not the 
response. The response is, “We’re going to put a plan in to 
save those jobs.” 

The goal is laudable, the method makes no economic 
sense. What we have to do, instead of putting money in to 
save jobs—and I know that sounds heretical. How can you 
possibly turn your back on workers? I am not advocating 
that at all. What I am advocating is that what we have to 
do is create wealth. We have to create a viable entity, 
which in turn will keep those jobs, and then you are not 
artificially propping it up until the next crisis, where then 
suddenly you have that problem and you have to shut it 
down anyway. 

A perfect example of that is Sysco Steel in Nova Sco- 
tia. That company has been a sink-hole for years and years. 
The federal government and the provincial government 
have been pouring money into it, even though any objective 


observer will say there is no reason for that company to be} 
in that particular range of business, same way as Algoma. | 

There are areas where Algoma is very competitive and) 
there are other areas where it is no longer competitive,| 
There has to be a realization that we have to be able to! 
make that distinction. That means this government has to| 
change its orientation. That does not mean turning its back’ 
on one sector or the other, but it means looking at the total! 
picture. | 

Notwithstanding that there is a strong labour orienta- 
tion to the government and notwithstanding that there is 
where a lot of its support is, if it is going to deal with the 
workers fairly, if it is going to serve the needs of Ontario, 
if it is going to serve the needs of the business community, 
it has to be able to make those tough decisions. It has to be 
able to say, “Yes, we are going to provide funding to do 
certain things, but that doesn’t mean we’re going to pro- 
vide funding to prop up an unviable entity that is just 
going to be a drain on the public purse and is going to have 
to be addressed later on.” 

De Havilland is a perfect example. De Havilland has 
had a long and glorious history. Some members are old 
enough to remember the Second World War, when they 
were building the Mosquito bomber. When it was found 
that they were no longer competitive, the federal govern- 
ment stepped in and turned them into a crown corporation, 
put hundreds of millions of dollars into that company and 
eventually decided: “That’s it. We’ve put far too much 
money into this. We can no longer reasonably afford to 
keep propping it up. We’re going to seli it.” So they sold it 
to Boeing. Unfortunately, Boeing had to take over a situa- 
tion that it could not deal with. They could not deal with it 
because it was not productive. 

I know a lot of my colleagues want to speak, but I want 
to talk about one other aspect, which again I think contrib- 
utes to the problem. That is the double-edged sword of free 
trade with the United States and free trade with Mexico. 
Lord knows, I was the spokesperson for our government 
and I am not opposed to free trade. I never have been and I 
do not think any clear-minded individual can be opposed 
to free trade. That is the way of the world. GATT is going 
to make free trade a fait accompli. By the year 2000 most 
of the tariffs are going to be removed. 

I think the deal was a terrible deal. I think we gave 
away far too much for what we got, and that is why I 
opposed it. I think they gave away the store, but the thing 
people should realize, and it is sad how few people do 
realize this, is that before the free trade agreement went 
into effect, 80% of the trade in goods and services between 
Canada and the United States was duty-free. The other 
20% that was in place had an average tariff of between 7% 
and 10%. That 20% is going to be removed over the next 
10 years, and two years have already gone by. 
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So the impact of free trade is negligible, other than in 
the minds of the Minister of Industry, Trade and Technol- 
ogy and some others, who blame free trade every time 
they get an opportunity to blame something. Without ques: 
tion, psychologically the impact of the free trade agree- 
ment may have sort of got manufacturers in Canada tuned 


| 


rect impact has been very, very small. 
| It is the same thing about Mexico. I hear these Chicken 
ttles saying the sky is falling and, “If we get involved 


' 
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| to the fact that they are into global competition, but the 
: a free trade agreement with Mexico, you know what 


going to happen to us? It’s all over.” That is again pat- 
tly absurd. At the present time, 80% of the trade be- 
teen Canada and Mexico is duty-free. There is no 
johibition about any company in Canada going to Mexico 
| take advantage of its cheap labour. It is not going to 
ange with the free trade agreement. 

_ One has to understand that Mexico is not unique when 
mes to cheap labour. We are into that kind of global 
jonomy right now. Taiwan, Thailand, India, Brazil, Sin- 
ipore—every one of them is a cheap-labour jurisdiction 
at is competing with us now. What people do not realize, 
irticularly the Minister of Industry, Trade and Technol- 
zy, is that our two major competitors are Japan and West 
ermany, and they are very high-wage countries with high 
andards of living. They are the guys who are beating us 
_ the marketplace. 

_ The guys who are out there with $2-an-hour labour are 
dt a factor. We are not that kind of economy, so it makes 
) difference. We are not trying to say to our workers, 
[hese guys can do it for $2 an hour and you’re going to 
) it for $20.” That is the kind of mentality that is going to 
it us into what someone once described Canada as—a 
hird World country with illusions of grandeur. 

What we have to do is become a niche player. We have 
) train our people to the point where we are not providing 
iem with labour opportunities that are easily duplicated 
y the people in Mexico or Thailand, Taiwan or Singapore, 
oland or China, or any of these other underdeveloped or 
ewly industrialized countries. What we have to do is get 
ur workforce—and we are blessed with a superior work- 
yrce that has the ability to be trained, that has the ability 
) be directed—to the point where we can compete with 
nybody. We have excellent role models. 

Northern Telecom is a leader in telecommunications in 
1e world. It is a Canadian company, it is organized labour. 
lo problem; it does its thing. It is a world leader in that 
eld. We have Spar Aerospace, another world leader. We 
re very Strong in such areas as transportation, telecommu- 
ications, petrochemicals, computer software and resource 
chnology. 

Unfortunately, we are also very weak in a whole other 
inge of areas and we, as a government, have to address 
at. We have to make sure that people are sensitized to the 
ict that: “Yes, the job you had yesterday and for the last 
0 years is gone. We’re sorry that it’s gone, but here are 
ome new opportunities.” 

What is happening is also a sad commentary on what 
fe are doing. I had hoped to have the opportunity to ques- 
on the Minister of Colleges and Universities when he 
ked about the program to retrain the workers in Algoma. 
hope they are not training those workers to make candle- 
‘icks, when the day they graduate someone is going to 
vent the electric lightbulb. When I hear people saying, 
We’re going to train these people,” I get a little suspi- 
ious, because I am saying, “What are you training them 
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for?” Is this going to be a make-work program? Are they 
just going to be put into some kind of program to say: 
“Hey, we’re putting some money into this program. We are 
training you, but when you graduate, you may or may not 
have a job’? That is something that concerns me, some- 
thing for which I found no comfort in the budget. There 
was nothing in there talking about a specified, direct program. 

In closing, I would like to talk about the area of re- 
search and development. It is sad that a country with the 
potential of Canada and a province with the potential of 
Ontario is devoting so little time to research and develop- 
ment. We are doing better than most in Canada but cer- 
tainly not well enough. At the present time, of the leading 
jurisdictions in the world, it is interesting that Israel is 
number one, a tiny little state. Among the major powers, 
you have Japan, which has about 3% of the gross domestic 
product, the United States with 2.8% and Canada at 1.3%. 
Ontario is at 1.7%, so you can imagine where Canada 
would be without Ontario in it. 


Unless this government makes a conscious decision to 
direct its resources to getting the kind of technological 
capability that will allow us to compete, we are going to 
find ourselves woefully inadequate in the global economy. 
We are going to see a province that is enjoying one of the 
highest standards of living in the world deteriorate. We are 
going to be like the little boy at the candy store with his 
nose pushed up at the window, watching the goodies on 
the other side of the glass and not being able to get to 
them. 


I would strongly recommend to the members on the 
government side that they have some input into what is 
happening, to make sure that the standard of living we 
have come to enjoy in Ontario is maintained, not only for 
ourselves but for our children and our grandchildren. 


Mr Sterling: I have the responsibility as the critic for 
the Ministry of Industry, Trade and Technology, and I want 
to say that I appreciated the comments of the proposer of 
this motion, the member for Wilson Heights. However, it 
is a little like the pot calling the kettle black. For him and 
his party, the Liberal Party, to complain that 284,000 jobs 
have been lost since the New Democratic Party assumed 


_ power and to foist the blame upon the governing party for 


that development is really outrageous, albeit I think this 
government has exacerbated the situation dramatically, 
particularly on 29 April, when it brought down a $9.7-bil- 
lion deficit. But for the Liberal Party of Ontario to put 
forward a resolution like this is really quite amazing. 

Let’s remember what happened during the election. 
Why did the Liberal Party lose in the last election? Re- 
member that the member for Nipissing brought forward in 
the first two weeks of the campaign the fact that the Lib- 
eral government raised the provincial debt by $10 billion 
in the five most prosperous years of our history. It was 
significant that the Liberal administration increased taxa- 
tion 33 different ways over the five most prosperous years, 
when revenues were growing without any tax increases. 

Revenues naturally increase if our incomes go up, be- 
cause there is more income tax. We all pay more income 
tax if we earn more money. 


1862 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


But that was not good enough for the last Liberal ad- 
ministration: 33 different ways of taxing us in new ways, 
and that raised 132% more revenue for the government of 
Ontario over those five years. Can members imagine what 
that did for people who were trying to invest in their busi- 
nesses—finding new taxes, day after day? 
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The people of Ontario, during the good times, were 
able to pay those taxes, but what did they do with the 
revenue? They did not say: “Look, these are good times. 
We should pay off the times when the debt had been accu- 
mulated in this province,” to, I believe, about $30 billion. 
They did not say, “Let’s pay down that debt because, you 
know, in the future there may be some bad times coming, 
and so we should save for a rainy day,” and we are now in 
the rainy days of a recession. 

The Premier was right today, when the leader of the 
Liberal Party asked a question about the NDP government 
and losing the jobs and the economy, etc. Why did the 
government call an election before it was three years into 
its mandate? Because they knew what was coming down 
the pipe. They knew they were headed for a recession and 
they did not have the guts to stay there and fight the reces- 
sion with the mandate that they had. They did not want to 
be honest with the people, and the people caught on. I 
think that, in a lot of ways, this resolution points to the 
arrogance of the past government. For them to blame this 
new government for all of the recession and what is hap- 
pening is really unfair. That is the tenor of what the Liberal 
Party has been doing over the last little while. They are 
trying to shift all of the blame for their incompetence over 
the last five years on to these new fellows. 

The final slap to the public of Ontario was a $40-mil- 
lion election, an unnecessary election, which the people 
did not buy, and they threw these rascals out: 94 they had 
before, and they came back with 35. They did not elect us 
because, I think, of extraneous reasons. Our federal cous- 
ins were not very popular at that time and people linked us 
to them and, therefore, they did not choose us. So they 
chose these fellows over here, these fellows and women, to 
tun this province. Unfortunately, they were served a dog’s 
breakfast. People’s expectations were raised as to the 
amount of services, the money that was there. It seemed 
like a bottomless pit. That is the idea people had in this 
province, that we could continue to increase our social 
services and there was no bottom to the barrel of money 
that was there to spend on these things. But we know that 
is no longer true. 

The new government came in and, unfortunately, it did 
not realize the errors of its predecessors, the Liberals. It 
brought forward, in my view, an irresponsible budget, a 
budget calling for a $9.7-billion deficit, and today we 
passed a bill in this Legislature, just prior to this debate, to 
give the Treasurer the right to borrow $12 billion, which is 
going to be paid off, hopefully, by our children and our 
grandchildren. 

Over the past two weeks, our party has gone across this 
province and talked to many people about the New Demo- 
cratic budget, and the people are not only blaming the New 
Democratic Party but they are blaming the Liberals as 


| 
well. They are saying, “Hey, you can hit the New Demo- 
crats, but you’ve got to talk about the Liberals as well, 
because they led us into this.” They talk about our federal 
cousins as well, and we do not make any excuses for any 
of the three, in terms of their ability to run their particular 
governments. 

We believe, though, that it has got to stop. People want 
to talk about the ability to invest in this province, or the 
ability of our children to have jobs here. I think that, re- 
gardless of what political stripe you come from, the motive 
is the same. The motive for me, for my Conservative col- 
leagues, is not to provide business with irresponsible prof- 
its. It is not to provide people with protected environments 
It is to provide our children, our constituents, with good 
jobs, good-meaning jobs, with as high a standard of living 
as possible. I think we are all trying to achieve that. 

We, though, in this party, particularly under the leader. 
ship of the member for Nipissing, believe that it can only 
be done through responsible fiscal management. We do no 
think that the last Liberal government provided that, anc 
we think quite detrimentally of the direction we see com: 
ing from the New Democratic Party. 

I do not want to attack the Minister of Industry, Trade 
and Technology on a personal level, because I think he is ¢ 
fine fellow and that kind of thing. But when I walked inte 
this House and I looked at the seating arrangement of the 
ministers when this was originally set up, I was a little bi 
upset to see the Ministry of Industry, Trade and Technol. 
ogy, which has heretofore been one of the most powerfu 
ministries in government in terms of the influence of tha 
minister, sitting in the back row. I do not think that has an} 
reflection on the minister or the Ministry of Industry, Trade 
and Technology, but I think it is a mindset in this govern: 
ment, and that those who deal with the business sit in the 
back row. They are at the back of the line, and those whc 
deal with labour, labour unions, sit in the front row. 

We know the Minister of Labour sits in the second rov 
in this government. I think the Minister of Labour shoulc 
be in the second row, but I think the Minister of Industry 
Trade and Technology should be beside him, if that is i1 
fact what we wanted and intend to create, the perceptiot 
that business is welcome in Ontario. I have got to tel 
members that that visual effect does have some kind o 
impact when you walk into this Legislature because, gen: 
erally speaking, the more senior, the more influential peo: 
ple get closer to the leader, because they advise the leade: 
of their feelings and are required to advise him from tim« 
to time. 

We went across this province and talked to a number o: 
people across this province. Quite frankly, after listening t 
a number of people in these hearings, some presentation: 
were good, some were so-so good, but some were ver} 
good. Unfortunately, the very good ones were absolutely 
frightening. We heard from probably 50 or 60 differen 
presenters. 

When we were in Ottawa, two young fellows cam« 
before us who were members of the Renfrew Junio: 
Chamber of Commerce. The member for Lanark-Renfrev 
had contacted them. These two young fellows are mem 
bers of the Junior Chamber of Commerce of Renfrew anc 
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| also going to university. They are in their second or 
Ind year of university. They came in front of the commit- 
|. It was frightening to hear them talk about leaving 
a for opportunity elsewhere. They said to us that 
|y thought we were being unfair—and I am using the 
laeric “we”—we as politicians were being unfair in 
ms of not meeting our obligations to pay for what we 
ire spending. Why should they, as the youth of Ontario, 
'y for our excesses? That was a message that they deliv- 
+d to us in Ottawa. It is frightening when you hear young 
ople say: “Well, you know, Ontario is not the land of 
portunity. Maybe we’re going to look somewhere else.” 
_ Another interesting person who came forward was Bob 
Cartier, who owns a small electrical contracting firm of 
people. Fifty people work for him. He was a hands-on, 
rd-working electrician who had built up a business. He 
id quite frankly to us, “Look, if I could move this com- 
ny to the United States and work there or work in an- 
jer jurisdiction, I’d do it.” That is a terrible admission in 
‘ms of our inadequacy to deal with small business here 
Ontario. 

40 

| Another submitter to the committee was David Mason, 
2 chief tax adviser for Arthur Andersen and Co. He re- 
‘ed to the committee about going to a seminar held in 
tawa where he was asked to speak about setting up busi- 
ss in the United States. Over 100 people were there. The 
mference was oversubscribed by two to one. He said 
nat was even more disheartening for him, as an Ontarian 
dd as a tax consultant and somebody who liked Ontario 
d liked Canada, was that these were bright, intelligent 
trepreneurs and technical people who were going to pick 
y and leave. 

In Peterborough, a person from the business associa- 
mn talked about his consultations with the people who are 
volved in the residential moving business. The people 
ho are in the moving business in Peterborough are expe- 
sncing a whole host of moves by young, entrepreneurial 
gineers and scientific people who are moving from Pe- 
rborough down into the United States. 

But perhaps of all of the presentations the one I think 
id the most sobering effect on our leader, the member for 
ipissing, and on the member for Etobicoke West, the 
ember for Leeds-Grenville, the member for Simcoe West 
id the member for York Mills and a number of other 
ople who were involved was a presentation by Bill Fra- 
r. Mr Fraser is the president of CompAs Computer As- 
mbly, which employs 400 people in Brockville and 460 
ople outside of this province. He was not only represent- 
g his company; he was representing other larger endeav- 
irs in the Brockville and eastern Ontario area. 


He told us a story of a company that had moved out of 
ingston two years ago which had been there for years 
id years. It made picture frames, picture framing mate- 
ul, etc. That company moved to Watertown, New York. 
ley are now shipping their product back here to Canada, 
ing the duty on it, even though there is duty on their 
ticular product, and they have moved from a red line to 
black line in running their business. 


Mr Fraser started this company, was one of the found- 
ers of it. One of the most sobering parts of it all was when 
he said that although he is a Canadian and a person who 
has been in Ontario and worked in Ontario all of his life, 
he now has come to the realization that he probably will 
end his working life in the United States of America. He is 
going to be forced to make that decision because of the 
inhospitable environment for business in this province. 

I think the proposer of this resolution, the member for 
Wilson Heights, said in his opening remarks that there 
were some great beauties in terms of legislation that the 
Liberals brought into this Legislature, and there were, 
things which were difficult for business to assume and take 
on. Employment equity was a great idea but very costly to 
implement. That was a non-productive piece of legislation 
which did not produce a cent more of revenue for business 
or for workers but was put on to the backs of private 
business, or is being implemented into that now. 

We saw the employment health tax, which is not really 
a health tax at all. It is just another tax; it is a payroll tax. 
We saw increased taxes of all and different kinds. We saw 
new regulations on business. One of my concerns when 
the member for Wilson Heights was sitting across the floor 
as the Minister of Industry, Trade and Technology was 
whether or not he had real impact in that cabinet whereby 
he was saying to some of his colleagues who were bring- 
ing forward more and more regulation, more and more 
taxes: “Hey, stop it. You’ve got to stop it. You’ve got to 
protect business. Business has to be influenced to stay 
here.” 

Now I am afraid that with the present Minister of In- 
dustry, Trade and Technology sitting in the back row, with 
some of the stories we have heard about the influence of 
labour over this government, we have a government that 
does not want to listen to its Minister of Industry, Trade 
and Technology. I am not trying to say that because it is 
the member for Oshawa. I do not care who it would have 
been in terms of appointment to that ministry. It could 
have been Sam Jones or Joe Doe, or whoever. I do not 
think that this government is going to give any priority to 
the Minister of Industry, Trade and Technology. I think that 
is wrong and it is bad for the business community in this 
province. 

I see in the members’ gallery Bill Laidlaw, who works 
with Glaxo, which is a large pharmaceutical firm here in 
Ontario. I know that the pharmaceutical manufacturing in- 
dustry has been concerned about seeing the minister, about 
talking to the minister, about influencing the cabinet so 
that it is able to invest money in this province to undertake 
research and development to keep the jobs here in the 
province. It is a very, very complex issue with regard to 
not only dealing with them but also dealing with health 
care policy for payment of generic drugs, etc. 

I think it is important that the Minister of Industry, 
Trade and Technology listen to people like Mr Laidlaw, 
who has an interest in this debate this afternoon because he 
wants to stay in Canada and in Ontario. He wants his 
company to invest here in Ontario and Canada. The minis- 
ter has to take his case to his other people and say, “Hey, 
there may be some short-term political pain, but in the 
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long term it will be good for the investment of more bucks 
and goods jobs in Ontario if we listen to some of the 
advice we’re given from people like Mr Laidlaw.” 

The budget hearings by our caucus quite frankly were 
discouraging in terms of hearing a lot of depressing news 
from people across this province who heretofore have in- 
vested their lives and savings into this province. We be- 
lieve this government is going 180 degrees in the wrong 
direction. We believe this government has got to pick up 
the idea that it must restrain its spending. 

Excessive spending now means taxes tomorrow. We 
agree with the part of the resolution of the member for 
Wilson Heights that says this minister and this government 
have to find some method of working in partnership with 
business. They certainly have not demonstrated it to us yet 
to this date. But notwithstanding that it leaves us in a far 
better political position that they carry on as they are now, 
we do truly hope that the government will see the folly of 
its ways, will introduce some spending restrictions, will 
treat business equally with labour, as I believe our govern- 
ment did prior to 1985, will listen to both and will take 
some of the advice for a change. 


Mr Jamison: I am pleased to stand and respond to the 
motion put forward. One of the concerns I have in the 
immediate motion itself is that one of the numbers seemed 
to implicate this government in the loss of that magnitude 
of jobs in this province. 

Ontario’s economy has been experiencing the worst 
recession since the Second World War. This downturn, 
which has affected all industrial economies, has produced 
pressure for significant structural changes, and that pres- 
sure will continue to be felt for the rest of this decade. The 
economy’s capacity to adapt to structural change has been 
impeded by a rate of productivity growth that has been 
below that of many other industrialized nations for the past 
several years. The effects of structural change are magni- 
fied again by globalization. In 1990, 65% of major layoffs 
were the result of permanent plant closures, in contrast 
with the recession in 1982, when 24% of layoffs were 
permanent. 
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As parliamentary assistant to the minister, I have had 
the opportunity to speak to a number of manufacturers 
from across this province. If there were one singular thing 
that would help, one singular action that would help turn 
the manufacturing sector around and help keep plants in 
this province at this point in time, these manufacturers 
have pointed out very cleariy to me it is the level of our 
Canadian dollar that hinders them from exporting product 
from this country into other markets. Unfortunately, the 
government of Ontario has little means of controlling that 
level of the dollar. 

I have listened pretty patiently, and I can tell you that 
in my opinion, from the time we took office as a govern- 
ment, the vibrations, the message that has been delivered 
by both opposition parties concerning the New Democratic 
Party, the duly elected government of Ontario, is one of 
fear. I say that in their heart of hearts, they should realize 
that they are not doing a service to this government, to this 


province and to the hard-working people of this proviney 
by spreading these rumours. | 
IT can tell members that the Ministry of Industry, Trad 
and Technology has not only kept all of the programs i1 
place, but has expanded programs to ensure that the busi 
ness climate in this province is one that will remain ver} 
good. Ontario still is one of the best jurisdictions in North 
America to do business in. 

It is something that really makes me wonder. The offi 
cial opposition was the government prior to the electior 
and, as the third party member just really pointed out 
called for a $40-million election. Many of us could no 
figure out why at that particular point. We are not com: 
plaining, of course, but we had a feeling that it was odc 
that that election would be called at that point. 

It was called because they knew very well that we wert 
headed into a recession that could be deeper than the 1982 
recession and could last longer and last till the end of thei: 
natural term. We find ourselves today really wondering 
what the actual thought was. I tend to believe it was that i Ir 
itself. 

It is true that the deficit will rise this year from $2 
billion to an expected $9.7 billion. However, this increase 
is not based on unrestrained spending. It reflects decreas- 
ing revenues and real cuts in federal support and increasec 
demands for social services. The recession will erode pro- 
vincial revenues by up to, at the latest projections, $3.7 
billion in 1991-92. Federal decisions to restrict support for 
health care and education will result in a further $1.6-bil- 
lion projected funding shortfall for Ontario in 1991-92, 
Added to that is the fact that social assistance spending, 
which is a statutory obligation, will rise by $1.4 billion, o1 
40%, in this fiscal year. So when we find the opposition 
parties talking about the deficit and how scary we have 
become, I can tell members that, very simply, the deficit, 
by this government not moving in any direction, would 
have been $8 billion or thereabouts. 

I find it is very easy to talk about free trade and how it 
has affected us. One thing that is for sure in the Ministry of 
Industry, Trade and Technology is that yes, plants are mov- 
ing to their home base. Multinationals are moving that 
way. Why? Because they do not have to have a branch 
plant here. 

It was a poorly negotiated deal. I tend to agree with the 
member that we are moving into a trading bloc scenario, 
but we have to be very careful about how we do that. I 
would like to remind the opposition party that free trade in 
1987 was not negotiable for it unless six specific condi- 
tions were met. Those conditions are not met even today, 
and they went very silent on the issue afterwards. 

The member for Wilson Heights talked about our Bill 
70 legislation. Bill 70 proves that we are listening. We are 
not here to do harm to the business community. We would 
like to see business thrive and prosper in this province, just 
as much as any of the opposition parties, and we will be 
working hard at that. Just today the Premier made refer- 
ence to that in one of his answers to the many questions 
that come from across the floor. 

I would like to leave some time for other speakers, and 
therefore I will wrap up. Again I say that many of the 
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sroblems we are experiencing in the business community 
oday evolve around federal policies. Just today, in one of 
he local newspapers, an article headlined: “Tory MPs Rip 
Jovernment”—their own—says: “Ottawa—Two Tory 
yackbenchers tore into the government yesterday over 
nassive GST profits and outdated bankruptcy laws that 
orce businesses to close.” It seems odd to me that we have 
hat happening in federal politics but that, as our provincial 
fory party is so quick to point out, we should be cutting, 
cutting, cutting at any expense. I find that not to be the 
case with their brothers in Ottawa. 

_ Having said that, I will at this time give time to other 
nembers to address the motion. 


Mr McClelland: I appreciate the opportunity of par- 
icipating in this, I believe, very important resolution 
yrought before this House by my colleague the member 
‘or Wilson Heights. 

I want to take just a brief moment to draw attention to 
1 few comments that were made by our friend the member 
‘or Carleton in the third party. I think it is important to note 
hat at the time of the change in government there was in 
fact still a net job creation in this province. The member 
or Carleton indicated that the trend was certainly not sim- 
jly the result of the change in government, and that in fact 
s the case. We are all very much aware of that. 

But the resolution that it seems to me the member did 
10t read—I am sure he understands it but chose to skirt 
iround—talks about a strategy to address the problem. No- 
yody denies for a moment that we are in difficult times. 
Nobody denies for a moment that we knew a year or so 
igo we were headed for difficult times, but the challenge 
ut to the government of the day is to respond to those 
lifficulties. 

I say to the member for Norfolk that again he stands in 
his place and talks about the federal government. We are 
10t talking about the federal government. The new men 
ind women opposite were elected to do a job in Ontario. 
[heir cabinet colleagues have the levers of power in this 
wovince to respond, adjust and do things to make things 
iappen. It is the height of naiveté for them to continue day 
ifter day to blame it on other people. 
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The federal government has an impact on what takes 
jlace in Ontario—doubtless that is true—but certainly this 
zovernment has some responsibilities and it is time it 
yegan to address them, to look at some strategies about job 
reation and address the very real concerns of the people in 
his province. 

In the very few moments I have, I want to draw atten- 
ion to a great concern I have. I could talk about small 
Jusiness and the impact it should be having on the econ- 
ymy in the province. Close to 80% of new jobs created are 
reated by entrepreneurs. 

I say to the ladies and gentlemen on the government 
side that Venture is not just a show that takes place on 
sunday nights after the CBC news. Venture capital comes 
n from one of two things. It comes in to create new jobs 
yr to turn problem companies around. This government 
joes not understand that, it seems to me. They do not 


understand the impact their policies are having on people 
who want to create jobs. They should wake up, smell the 
coffee and understand that the future of this province is 
determined in part by what they will do in the next four 
years, not by whom they will blame. They should take 
some proactive positions. 

I am glad the Minister of Industry, Trade and Technol- 
ogy is here today. He is a man I admire as a friend. I 
respect him a great deal as an individual. But where is this 
ministry in terms of job creation in the small business 
sector? What is the minister doing? What has he done to 
help those people? Two thirds of the people who find their 
first job find it in the small business sector. 

The youth in this province has begun to see tremen- 
dous difficulty. Youth unemployment from May 1991 was 
at 16.4% in Ontario. That is 165 young men and women 
out of work who have no future in terms of their employ- 
ment at the present time. That is an increase of 31,000 
young men and women out of work over the previous 
month. This cannot go on continually. The minister has to 
respond. He has to be proactive and come up with some 
initiatives. He should look at our friends in Quebec and 
what they have done: an opportunity to do some on-the- 
job training, some hard programs and some direct address- 
ing of the issues at hand. 

At the risk of being a little parochial, I want to make 
some comments about the area I represent. This story 
could be told 130 times over, more or less, with various 
adjustments for the area. In the region of Halton-Peel, 
1,055 individuals in 146 businesses went bankrupt in the 
first three months of 1991. What is the response of the 
government? Manpower Says this will be the slowest third 
quarter for hiring, and 13% of responding companies have 
said they plan layoffs. That is up 10% from last year. Man- 
ufacturers of durable goods are still showing a negative 
outlook. Only 17% of manufacturers say they will hire; 
19% are saying they are expecting further layoffs and 
cutbacks. The question comes again by way of the resolu- 
tion by the member for Wilson Heights: What is the gov- 
ernment going to do about it? 

Think of my friend the member for Timiskaming. He is 
concerned about jobs in the north. The member for York 
North wants to know what this government is going to do 
in the education system, how it is going to adjust that. The 
member for Mississauga West has often talked about small 
business. Where are they responding? What are they 
doing? Every time we ask those questions, the only answer 
we get is: “It’s those terrible people up in Ottawa. They’re 
not doing anything.” I am not going to take issue with that. 
The issue is, what is this government going to do about the 
problems it has? 

We recognize the problems. Yes, we understood we 
were facing those. They can speculate all they want about 
the reasons for the election being called. There a number 
of reasons for it. One of them was that the government of 
the day needed to have the confidence of the people to deal 
with it. They were given that confidence of the people, 
who put their faith in them. They formed the government 
largely by accident, I say. Largely by accident, 38% of the 
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people of Ontario voted for them and they formed the 
government, but there they are sitting there. 


Hon Miss Martel: We didn’t want an election in summer. 


Mr McClelland: ‘The government House leader can 
chat away all she wants and try to deny the fact, but she is 
in power now. She should respond and do something about 
it. She should take the initiative, take the levers of power 
in hand and not be afraid of them. She should have real 
consultation, sit down with the business community and 
begin to understand, because she certainly does not under- 
stand, how business operates in this province. She should 
work with them and attract some investment into this 
province so that we will have a brighter future for the 
young people and for those who are unemployed and wait- 
ing for them to do something. 


Mrs Witmer: Throughout this province we continue 
to be faced with the trauma of lost jobs. Each day we learn 
of new business and plant closings and more unemploy- 
ment. Although I have heard reference made to the fact 
that the federal government is responsible, we need to rec- 
ognize that three quarters of all job losses in Canada have 
occurred here in Ontario and three quarters of the total 
decline has been in the manufacturing sector. Indeed, 
248,000 jobs have been lost since the NDP government 
assumed power in this province last September. Last 
month we saw the provincial jobless rate climb to 9.7%. 

This has had a devastating impact on Ontario’s quality 
of life. It has contributed to the destruction of the fabric of 
manufacturing and resource communities. In my own 
communities of Kitchener, Waterloo and Cambridge, 28 
factories have closed their doors permanently. This means 
that more than 3,000 jobs have been lost for ever, and this 
does not include the many small plant closings and layoffs 
or the potential loss of 2,000 jobs at the two Uniroyal 
Goodrich tire factories in Kitchener. 

These job losses will have and are having an impact on 
the quality of life in my community. Many of the employ- 
ees of these companies that have been with us since the 
early days of Kitchener-Waterloo, the people who have 
built our educational facilities and our hospitals, who have 
provided financial and emotional assistance to those in 
need of help and who have volunteered their time, will 
long be remembered for what they have done in our com- 
munity. However, this government needs to look at the 
future. This government needs to recognize and address 
the present reality. It is time to provide workers with the 
training and retraining they need to enable them to com- 
pete in an increasingly global market. It is time to respond 
to the need to improve our competitiveness with our major 
trading partners. 

At this point I would like to add that competitiveness 
does not just mean creating jobs; rather it means creating 
the types of jobs that command high and rising wages. It is 
time for this government to make every effort possible to 
attract new investment and jobs. It is time to reorient 
Ontario’s fiscal priorities and establish a true partnership 
with business, labour and the educational community. 

This government needs to recognize that low-skilled 
manufacturing jobs are moving and will continue to move 


to cheap labour countries in the Third World and southern 
United States. It is unavoidable that anything else el 


happen. We need to prepare our people for high-techno 
ogy jobs and for the skilled jobs in some 300 occupation) 
that currently cannot be filled. Unfortunately, the presen 
government does not appear to have a plan of action tc 
educate our citizens for those jobs. | 

It is time the government encouraged business, labou’ 
and educational leaders to work together in an attempt te 
keep our province economically strong and diverse, to en’ 
courage them to embark on a path to establishing truc 
partnerships. It is time to pool our resources and prepar¢ 
our young people and our present labour force for new jot 
opportunities and not lament the ones that have been lost. | 

We need to develop a new vision for this province 
however, this will only be successful if we set aside ou 
ideological differences and are truly committed to working 
together on behalf of all the people in this province. The 
key to provincial prosperity and corporate success in the 
future will be our education and training systems. In ar 
age of global competition, value added products, techno- 
logical change and rising international productivity it is the 
quality of our workforce that is going to determine 
whether we succeed or fail. 

We need educated and skilled workers to sustain oui 
province’s industrial competitiveness. Ontario will only be 
guaranteed a place in the world market if our workforce 
remains flexible, innovative, mobile and educated. It is 
time to develop a coherent and comprehensive human re- 
sources strategy with a focus on education and pee 
systems. 
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We need to take a look at post-secondary education 
because we know that the workforce between now and the 
year 2000 will require almost half of those individuals to 
have five years of combined education and training be- 
yond high school. 

If we are to restore prosperity to this province and 
provide jobs for those who are unemployed, partnerships 
must be established. However, not only must we focus on 
creating new jobs; we also need to ensure that we retain 
the jobs we already have. In order to do this, we must 
ensure that we do not burden our industries with additional 
taxes and costs. We need to carefully evaluate the impact 
of all new legislation, such as that of Bill 70, as well as the 
new labour relations amendments and employment equity. 

This government must start asking itself, can we afford 
this new legislation? Will it lead to further job loss? That is 
the question. It is not whether the legislation is good or 
bad, but whether we can afford it in its present form and at 
this time. Bill 70 in its original form was unfair, short- 
sighted and ill-conceived. It would have done irreparable 
harm to the fragile industrial fabric of Ontario. It shattered 
the confidence of the Ontario business community and po- 
tential investors. It was creating a powerful disincentive to 
doing business in this province. It was contributing to and 
accelerating job loss and the closure of businesses. 

I find it difficult to understand why this bill was intro- 
duced in its original form. In order to avoid such chaos in 
the future, I would suggest that meaningful and effective 
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onsultation take place. The measure of effective consulta- 
‘on is a policy which reflects a fair balance of the ex- 
ressed views and concerns of all parties. Unfortunately, a 
elief exists in this province at the present time that the 
overnment is only paying lipservice to consultation and 
at it is only responding to the unions’ agenda and not that 
f the private sector and business. It appears that the gov- 
ment is not interested in striking a balance that reflects 
ae views of different interests in the province. I encourage 
ae government to participate in meaningful and effective 
onsultation. If this consultation does not take place, more 
ompanies will move out and jobs will be lost. 

In conclusion, I call upon the government to truly en- 
ourage the establishment of partnerships with business, 
ibour and the educational community. I encourage it to 
2orient its fiscal priorities. I encourage it to make every 
ffort to attract new investment and new jobs. Finally, and 
robably most important, I encourage it to embark upon a 
rogram to train and retrain our workers in order to enable 
s to compete in an increasingly global market. It is only 
a this way that we can strengthen the economy in Ontario, 
nd it is only in this way that we will make sure all the 
eople in this province have access to meaningful jobs. 


Mr Huget: I appreciate the opportunity to speak to the 
notion of the member opposite. The economic situation in 
)ntario is a matter of deep concern to this government. 
the province of Ontario has borne the brunt of the federal 
ree trade agreement, which has had a devastating effect on 
ur manufacturing and industrial sectors. The erosion of 
ederal social programs, including unemployment insur- 
nce, has contributed to the destruction of the social fabric 
eferred to by the members opposite. 


We have lost over 300,000 Canadian jobs in the manu- 
acturing sector since the spring of 1989. Ontario govern- 
nent data shows that in 1990, two thirds of the jobs lost 
vere due to plant closures rather than layoffs. These losses 
te in part related to the free trade agreement, in part due 
9 our high dollar and. its negative impact on our competi- 
iveness, and the close relationship to the high dollar and 
he free trade agreement. The sum of these parts is produc- 
ng a major structural change in our economy which will 
ave a profound impact on our industrial, economic and 
ocial policy strategies. 

We must understand the changes that are reshaping our 
vhole economic and social structure in Ontario. There are 
hree main factors impacting on the types of jobs that are 
lisappearing and the types of jobs that will be in demand 
n the future: One, we are seeing a long-term shift from the 
roduction of goods to the production of services as the 
wimary source of job creation; two, our industry is re- 
tructuring in response to shifts in the competitive posi- 
ions of other countries; three, technological innovations in 
he production of goods and services are creating the need 
or different types of companies employing a different and 
ighly skilled labour force. 


With the trend towards declining tariff barriers allow- 
ng cheaper foreign goods into our marketplace, finding 
he way to compete both domestically and globally will be 
massive challenge that we have to face. The provincial 


government is determined to assist those affected by the 
unfair economic and social policies of the federal government. 

This government has made a commitment to the peo- 
ple of Ontario that it will take what measures it can to 
alleviate the effects of the recession. That commitment 
was affirmed through the provincial budget, in which the 
decision was made that people must not be deserted in 
times of economic hardship. 

The motion put forward by the member opposite refers 
to the need for “true working partnerships with business 
and labour.” I would like to inform the House, as others 
before me have done, that this government is committed to 
forging partnerships with those sectors. This is not a com- 
mitment in name only. It is not mere rhetoric. Establishing 
partnerships, consulting with stakeholders, drawing inter- 
ested parties into the decision-making process are funda- 
mental tenets of this government. This is a commitment on 
which this government has clearly taken action. This is a 
commitment on which this government has demonstrated 
leadership. 

I would like to turn specifically to the issue of the 
energy policy of this government as an example of the 
kinds of partnerships that have been formed and the pro- 
grams which have resulted. As parliamentary assistant to 
the Minister of Energy, I appreciate this opportunity to 
draw to the attention of the House the work which has 
been done since this government came to power. 

In the throne speech, the government announced new 
energy directions for the province of Ontario. The Minister 
of Energy has made conservation and energy efficiency 
first priorities. As the members of this House will know, 
sound energy policy is central to our future. On a general 
level, we know that our current energy consumption rates 
are not environmentally sustainable. We all want a healthy, 
prosperous economy and we all want a cleaner environ- 
ment. Reducing our energy use through conservation and 
efficiency can take us a long way towards achieving these 
goals. 

Our economic security and ability to compete in the 
future depend on careful use of our resources now. Greater 
energy efficiency cuts costs and helps business become 
more competitive. The Minister of Energy has worked 
with business to assist that sector in adopting efficiency 
standards. Moreover, the drive for energy efficiency will 
help create a whole range of new business and manufac- 
turing opportunities in Ontario in the energy efficiency and 
conservation field. 

New markets for energy-efficient products will appear, 
and entrepreneurs will have fresh opportunities to make 
new products, provide new services and create new jobs in 
every region of this province. We have been pursuing these 
efforts in close consultation with the business community. 
Both business and government recognize that greater en- 
ergy efficiency is essential to the future of Ontario, both 


for its environment and its economy. It is this kind of 


investment in the future of our province that the federal 
government should be pursuing, not the Mulroney strategy 
of high interest rates, a high dollar and free trade. 
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Mr Runciman: I want to indicate that my party is 
going to support the motion of the member for Wilson 
Heights. I certainly have a lot of respect for the member. I 
have known him since his election to the House. He suc- 
ceeded me as Minister of Consumer and Commercial Re- 
lations, and we jabbed at each other across the floor for a 
number of years, as I was then the critic for CCR and he 
was the minister. I must say he did an outstanding job as 
the minister, with those responsibilities placed upon his 
shoulders, and always carried himself well as a member of 
the executive council in the Liberal government, one of the 
few people in that government I can say that about, the 
member for Wilson Heights. 

I want to touch on the motion and what the member is 
indicating are his concerns and his party’s concerns. But 
before I do that I want to indicate it is clear that when the 
next election does arrive on the scene we are going to see 
the socialist government turfed out. It is a one-time phe- 
nomenon which could seriously injure this province for 
many years to come. 

The real choice for the electors in the next provincial 
election is going to be between the Liberal Party and the 
Conservative Party of Ontario, so I think it is important 
that I spend a few moments talking about the record of the 
Liberal Party of Ontario under Premier David Peterson and 
the fact that it is indeed being critical of the current social- 
ist government. The Premier stood up today and blamed 
all the ills of the current economy on the Liberal Party, on 
the Liberal government, and there is a great deal of truth to 
that. I interjected on that point that the Premier and his 
cohorts were responsible for putting the Liberals in power 
in 1985, so if there is some responsibility there the Premier 
and the NDP have to share that responsibility for putting 
the Liberals in office. 

I sat through hearings on the budget in Kingston last 
week with my colleague from Etobicoke, and we heard 
some very disturbing testimony in respect of things that 
are happening in this province. We heard from Bill Fraser, 
who is representing something called the Industrial Alli- 
ance of major manufacturers in this province: Du Pont, 
Procter and Gamble, Black and Decker. This gentleman 
was saying he was terrified about what was happening in 
this province, and he talked about the burden placed upon 
them by the Liberal government of the past five years. 

We are talking about the highest taxes in North Amer- 
ica, but we are also talking about administrative costs 
when we look at pay equity, at the workplace hazardous 
materials information system, at the kinds of administra- 
tive costs generated by legislation and intervention in the 
private sector by the previous government. Of course, all 
the indications are that we are going to get more of the 
same from the current socialist government, so people in 
business and industry have no reason to feel confident 
about the future. 

Mr Fraser told us he has worked and lived in Ontario 
all his working life and always wanted to continue to work 
in Ontario, but he now feels that without question he is 
going to end his working career as a resident of the United 
States of America. He is very much concerned. 


_that. 


When we look across the floor on a daily basis, whe}; 
my colleagues, the finance critic or the Industry, Trade an 
Technology critic, or when any of us get up and expres 
concerns about what is happening in this province, tt} 
kinds of responses we get from the NDP members ai 
indeed scary. Mr Fraser has a genuine right to be terrific | 
about the economy and the future of this province becaus 
of the response of the socialist members. 

Only one of them has any business background wha‘ 
soever, I am led to believe, the current Minister of Tourist) 
and Recreation. I want to say he is another gentleman wh: 
has some semblance of common sense, perhaps because h} 
has a modicum of business experience. But the response 
we get from these members, the scoffing and the constar | 
reference to the free trade agreement as the only cause fc 
the current state of decline of the Ontario economy, ar 
ludicrous. There may certainly be some element of respon) 
sibility with respect to the free trade agreement and whe 
has happened with the value of the Canadian dollar wit 
respect to the determination of the free trade agreemen’ 
but for them to use that as a constant excuse—you look ¢ 
the policies they are bringing in, the tax burden they ar} 
continuing to place upon the shoulders of Ontarians—an\ 
then to simply slough that off as a responsibility of th 
federal government is ludicrous. 

Someone once said that socialism will only work i 
two places: in heaven where they do not need it, and ij) 
hell where they already have it. There is a lot of truth ti 


1 


We have genuine concerns. Let us talk about the labou 
legislation being considered by the Minister of Labou) 
Look at what he did with the wage protection act. | 
scared the bejabers out of people. 


Interjections. 


The Acting Speaker (Mrs Haslam): Order, please 
Would the members please come to order. It is becoming i 
little more difficult for me to hear, and I do listen to the 
debate. The member for Essex-Kent would please refrain. | 


Mr Runciman: You are suggesting a new career fo: 
the member, Madam Speaker? 


The Acting Speaker: The member for Leeds-Gren- 
ville will please continue. 


Mr Runciman: I want to calm down, and perhaps that 
will calm down the troops across the floor as well. Both 
the Liberal Party and the current government have a lot of 
responsibility to share in respect of the current state of the 
Ontario economy. There is no doubt the federal govern- 
ment has some share of the responsibility there as well, but 
we are in Queen’s Park, in Toronto, and the government is 
responsible for the largest economy, in provincial terms, in 
Canada. Ontario is often referred to as the economic en- 
gine of Canada. We are very quickly losing that and there 
does not seem to be any ability to recognize the very seri- 
ous problems we face in this province. | 

We are increasing payouts for social assistance recipi- 
ents. We are increasing social assistance in terms of hous- 
ing. We are doing all sorts of things with respect to people 
who are losing jobs, but we are not doing anything what- 
soever on, and there is no effort to address the question of 
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) creation, none whatsoever. We talk about entrepre- 
urs. We talk about people who create jobs. 


- Interjection. 


Por Runciman: Yes, the public service. That is the 
cialists’ only answer: growth in the public service. That 
‘not a long-term answer for this province. We have to 
zate a climate to encourage private sector investment if 
= want to create jobs. We want to see the economy grow; 
P want to continue to prosper in this province, and we are 
it getting that kind of approach from this government. 

_ As I said, Bill Fraser, representing some significant 
dustries in this province, is terrified—and I am quoting 
m directly—about the future of this province. He sees no 
ay out under this socialist government. We across this 
yor can see no way out because of the jabbering. Madam 
yeaker, just listen to the kinds of interjections we are 
‘aring today: no recognition whatsoever of the very seri- 
is problems they are creating and continue to create, 
any of which were policies fostered by their predeces- 
ws in the Liberal Party. 

_ We in the Conservative Party are standing by our prin- 
ples in respect of free enterprise. We are going to con- 
que to fight this government every day, day in and day 
It, week in and week out, to make sure the future of this 
Ovince is secure. We alone, in the Conservative Party, 
ive a record that we can stand by with pride, and we are 
ying to continue to fight this government, as I said, on a 
ily basis to preserve the future of this province for our 
ildren and our grandchildren. 


Ms S. Murdock: I am pleased to rise today to speak 
this resolution. It is my intent to focus on the second 
lf of the statement from the member opposite, which is 
“Teorient the province’s fiscal priorities, attract new in- 
sstment and new jobs, improve competitiveness, and 
ain and retrain Ontario workers in order to enable On- 
rio industry and workers to compete in an increasingly 
obal market.” 

The only comment I will make on the first part of this 
solution is that many of the problems stated—and those 
oblems do exist—were here long before we ever formed 
e government. I am glad to hear our official opposition 
cognizes that our eight months in office have not been 
e cause of the erosion of the quality of life in Ontario. 
ather, the economic problems did not suddenly occur on 
September. 

With the entrenched bureaucracies, both in and out of 
ernment, it is absolutely and totally foolish to think that 
langes to the outer infrastructures of society would hap- 
n so quickly. However, the second part as stated is what 
ust be done for Ontario to move ahead. Both the Premier 
id the Treasurer of our province are already providing 
adership in establishing true working partnerships with 
Isiness and labour to do the very things necessary to 
lange our direction. 

130 

We in the Ministry of Labour are finding that the bipar- 
e working groups are working at different levels and are 
nding that compromise does work. We know that work- 
g together is going to be how, in the end, Ontario’s and, 


indeed, Canada’s future will be decided. We need only 
look to countries such as West Germany, Sweden and 
France to see how their economies have moved from seri- 
ous deficiencies to viable markets. 

Germany can be used as a prime example. A high per- 
centage of their economy is based on exports, as ours will 
have to be. Their government set up an industrial strategy 
to develop an export market, but soon realized that there 
had to be a partnership among the socioeconomic players 
through which labour, business, government and other 
economic agents such as banks together would share the 
decision-making and the responsibility for labour market 
programs. 

What happened? It is one of the best-developed indus- 
trial strategies in Europe today. Government there has ad- 
mitted that without the kind of partnership it has now, it 
would have foundered. 

Within the context of that partnership is the concept of 
co-operative management, something that I, when I did my 
business degree at the University of Windsor, believed in 
and worked towards: that working together with our em- 
ployees is a must, and it must be the foundation of change 
for Ontario’s future. 

It has taken many years to have employee participation 
on health and safety committees throughout this province. 
Those companies that have believed in their employees 
and have asked for their participation on education com- 
mittees, training programs, and production and process 
suggestions have found that not only have working condi- 
tions improved, but so have output and industrial relations. 
In fact, what they have developed is a trust that both 
groups have a vested interest in the maintenance of the 
company in a viable market. 

A few weeks ago I spoke about the Workers’ Compen- 
sation Board to an employers’ group and, not surprisingly, 
the complaints made by both stakeholder groups are quite 
similar. In the question and answer period after my speech, 
I was asked why we did not want technological change— 
we, New Democrats. My answer, after some surprise, was 
that never have we as New Democrats ever opposed tech- 
nological change. What we recommend and suggest to in- 
dustry is that by advising of such change when it is 
contemplated, the potentially displaced workers can be re- 
tained, so that when the new technology is installed there 
will not be large numbers of unemployed. Not only that, 
but we ourselves as a government have to be strong partic- 
ipants in introducing new technologies into the workplace. 

The point about retraining brings me to the whole idea 
of the need for training and retraining in this province. It is 
monumental. The government cannot do it alone. Private- 
sector participation in Canada needs dramatic improve- 
ment, and compared to other industrial nations we are 
abysmally low. Is it any wonder that the German economy 
has improved when the Germans have spent four times as 
much money on formal training in their country per 
worker as we in Canada have? 

There is no doubt that: 


1. An industrial strategy needs to be developed. We are 
doing that. 
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2. Training and retraining is required, and we are work- 
ing on that through our labour adjustment package, which 
is going to be coming through the House. 

3. Building partnerships with labour, business and 
other economic groups is being done and must be estab- 
lished so that our competitiveness—not a dirty word—in a 
global market will improve and so that new investment 
and new jobs will be a reality. 


Mr Klopp: I take this opportunity to stand and debate 
this issue. I think the way the slant was given by the hon- 
ourable member, he said, on one hand, “We know the 
problem was not created on 6 September,” but then by the 
time he got done, he makes it sound like we created the 
problem and we carry on. He made the assumption that we 
created the plan that created the problem, when in reality it 
was New Democrats over the years who have said to the 
previous governments over and over again, “What you’re 
sowing today, down the road will not work.” 

In fact, I draw one easy example. It is the agricukural 
problem that we have seen in this province. Those seeds 
were sown very greatly back about 1979 or 1978 when the 
interest rates started to climb. As a person who was in 
agriculture and just starting out at school, I remember the 
teachers told us: “Borrow lots of money. Buy your neigh- 
bour out. Good times are here. Interest rates will never go 
up. In fact, they’re going to go down. Don’t lock in your 
interest rates.” When a few of us questioned that kind of 
analogy, taking business at business school, we were told: 
“You must be listening to your fathers. They have the old 
Depression theory. That’ll never happen again.” 

My friends, by 1981 the interest rates skyrocketed. 
Many of my friends were caught in that swirling river of 
not having their loans locked in. The government of the 
time was told by the New Democratic Party: “We can fix 
that. Yes, it’s going to cost a little bit of money to subsidize 
those interest rates, but it’ll get those farmers staying on 
their farms.” But that Tory government said: “No, no. It’s a 
free-market enterprise. We don’t touch it. We’ve asked 
some bankers.” They ignored the problem. 

I guess there were a few of us who said, “Well, maybe 
they’re trying to get rid of farmers, so it’s a good way to 
go.” Unfortunately, now today we see 10,000 fewer farm- 
ers than we did back then. We see at least 38% of the farm 
community in deep financial problems. The saddest thing 
of all is, that problem created the fact that we now have 
people who are farmers taking jobs away from people who 
could have jobs. Not only that, when you have 10,000 
fewer farmers you have 10,000 fewer farm families buying 
goods, creating wealth in this province. 

There is an example of bad planning, planning that was 
started way back then which has now come to light. Un- 
fortunately, I wish I could have been wrong back in 1978. I 
said, “No, maybe the teachers are right. Maybe a few of 
these people are right.” But unfortunately they still have 
their jobs and many of my friends are gone. In fact, too 
many of my friends and one is too many, have actually 
committed suicide because of those kinds of problems. 

We sit here now and we talk about business and labour 
getting together. I have an example clearly in my riding, 
since we got in power, of recognizing that everyone has an 


island, but as a government which truly does not pick an) 
favourites but says, “Let’s be firm and fair,” labour an¢)’ 
business and a bank got together and saved some jobs. } 

The member for Leeds-Grenville had to stand up heri), 
just a few minutes ago and say there is only one membe|| 
in this party who is a business person. I guess the Conser} 
vative Party has forgotten that farmers are also businesi) 
people. Mr Stewart must turn in his grave to think thal, 
kind of ignorance and arrogance—I take that back, M), 
Speaker— | 

Mr B. Murdoch: Will all the farmers standup? 


Mr Klopp: Right on. You are one, you are one. Tha) 
kind of attitude truly does cause great concern becausi) 
there are business people out there who have not been 
member of the NDP, who have not realized that we hav¢ 
been in power in Saskatchewan, we have been in power it! 
Manitoba, we have been in power in British Columbia} 
and we have balanced budgets and done, if I may say so} 
as Eugene Whelan said at an Ontario Federation of Agri} 
culture meeting when he was the Liberal minister—there 
was a farmer who stood up and was all upset about how) 
the Tories and Liberals had both been in power and they 
had not listened to the farmers. They were going to give 
money to the oil companies but they could not find any, 
money for the farmers. I could not believe it. Mr Whelar 
said, “Well, you know what they did in Saskatchewar 
when the other governments wrecked the whole dang 
place? They voted in the NDP, who fixed everything, anc 
then they voted them out and let the Tories and Liberals 
back in.’ 

I could not believe it, but the man spoke what he felt, 
When the member for Leeds-Grenville makes that kind of 
assumption it makes the paper, but it really does creat 
undue fear, as was pointed out by the honourable membe 
in his remarks. He brought up two papers that said, “So- 
and-so said get the hang out of Ontario.” I appreciate their 
version of things. They want to have their cake and eat i 
too. So does labour. I would, as a member of the federa- 
tion, lobby government that I want this, this and this, and 
at the end of the day if I did not get it, well, it was their 
fault. 

We all have our positions, but the bottom line is, we 
are a government that is taking long-term planning seri- 
ously and it takes time. As one good Conservative fellow 
in my riding said, “This time I’m voting for you because 
the two previous governments for the last 10 or 15 years 
have forgotten about long-term planning.” The member for 
Leeds-Grenville used a little saying and I am going to use 
a little saying. Any good thing we have gotten in the last 
10 or 15 years in this province has not been because of 
government but in spite of government. I take the respon- 
sibility seriously of walking slowly and carefully, but I 
please wish that the members opposite would not use so 
much rhetoric to scare people. 


1740 
Mr Wiseman: I would like to take a few minutes to 
take a look and put Ontario’s industrial strategy within the 


context of the Canadian industrial strategy as we are see- 
ing it unfold from the federal government. 


_ The primary goal of the federal government is to attain 
ro inflation. As recently as about a week and a half ago, I 
id the pleasure of meeting John Crow, who is the presi- 
nt of the Bank of Canada. At that dinner and in that 
yeech he indicated that his goal was zero inflation. 

How do we to achieve zero inflation within the context 

*the Canadian industrial strategy? We achieve this zero 
flation by putting people out of work, by raising interest 
tes and by having bankruptcies. This is not really helpful 
Ontario in its intent to try and move down a road for a 
ng-term strategy. 
I would like to revisit just for a moment if I might the 
apact of this strategy on the Canadian economy, and par- 
sularly on Ontario. In 1987, the value of the Canadian 
lar was 73 cents, the inflation rate was 4% and the 
1employment rate in Ontario was around 7%, but in the 
TA area it was less than 4%. Since then we have seen the 
flation rate rise, the interest rates rise and the unemploy- 
ent rate rise, all because the central bank has raised the 
ntral bank rate to a point where businesses are going out 
1d closing. 

Today we have an 87-cent dollar, which is a 20% in- 
ease for businesses to operate. I have talked to the busi- 
sssmen in my riding. One of them said that it is very 
fficult for him to compete and stay open while the dollar 

at 87 cents. It has added a 20% cost to his exports in 
ying business in the American market. 

Interjections. 

Mr Wiseman: The Conservatives are bellowing like a 
inch of hyenas over here, but the fact is that policy was 
lowed by the federal government at the G-7 conference 
hen Brian Mulroney was sitting there, the great guru of 
anscendental meditation. It allowed the dollar to rise, put- 
1g our manufacturers at a tremendous disadvantage. 


Interjections. 


Mr Wiseman: They can heckle all they want, but the 
ality is that John Crow is going to pursue his bank rate to 
% or less inflation which is going to create huge prob- 
ms for the economy in Ontario. 

Hon Mr Pilkey: This is rather a complex issue and | 
elcome the opportunity: to address it. I did have a series 
' prepared remarks I wanted to give here this afternoon, 
id no, I have not lost them, but time, as I see by the 
ock, really does not permit me to go through all of them. 
‘hat I am going to do is revert to some crib notes that I 
ave taken throughout the debate and perhaps speak more 
ecifically to the resolution that was offered by the for- 
er Minister of Industry, Trade and Technology, the mem- 
t for Wilson Heights. 

I think the member for Carleton was very fair in his 
ymments earlier when he suggested that this resolution, 
rected at the New Democratic Party and at this ministry 
particular, was well off the mark and perhaps akin to the 
irase about the pot calling the kettle black. I think that is 
ypropriate when we look at the facts and see that under 
€ previous government and during the time spent in the 
inistry under the sponsor of this motion, the recession 
as well under way. As a matter of fact, I believe even 
iring his tenure employment had dropped by some 
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109,000 people, and during the next six months employ- 
ment dropped a further 115,000. 

We have heard many comments as to the reasons, 
whether the former minister wants to blame the present 
minister or vice versa, or the members of the third party 
raise their concerns as to whose problem it is. But the fact 
of the matter is that all of us here, all of us in North 
America—the USA, Canada and Ontario—are suffering 
difficulty from this recession. It is not solely based here 
and it is not solely created here. 

If I might address the resolution, it speaks of the need 
to have true working partnerships. I gather that is some- 
thing the previous government was not able to achieve 
because it complains about it on this particular day. It is 
true that as we look round the globe, we see the interaction 
of not just business or not just labour promoting their own 
agendas, but they are joined by a third party and that is the 
government of that particular country. 

They have come together as a single force, not as op- 
posing groups, not as confrontational groups, but they 
have channelled all of their efforts collectively. They have 
focused them in order to compete successfully against all 
the other world traders. That is exactly what this govern- 
ment needs to do, that is what this province needs to do 
and that is why this government has spoken so critically 
about partnerships. 

It is our intent to develop them. We have started to 
develop them by meeting with a wide variety of sectors, 
having advisory councils and seeking the support and in- 
terest of all those people, whether they be in business, 
labour or associations throughout this province. 

The second thing the resolution talks about is fiscal 
priorities. If the former government had been re-elected, 
the former Treasurer probably would have been looking at 
an $8-billion deficit. There was no way out for that gov- 
ernment. We have already heard the comments on why it 
called a snap election. I do not think anybody is slow and 
we appreciate the reasons why it did that. | 

This government spent in additional and new funding 
in this budget $1.5 billion. Half of it went on an anti-reces- 
sion program and the other half went to maintain services 
for the people of this province. The Treasurer quite aptly, 
and I think properly, decided to fight this recession and not 
the deficit, because people—individuals, families and sin- 
gle-industry communities—in this province are suffering 
and they need help. They do not need it tomorrow and they 
do not need a lot of political excuses. They needed the help 
today and they got it. . 

The resolution also speaks to the question of attracting 
new investment and new jobs. I even hesitate to say this, 
with the support I received earlier, but to be objective for a 
moment, Ontario is not the only government in this nation 
of ours that sets fiscal and monetary policy. There is some- 
thing called the national government, the federal govern- 
ment, and the policies that it espouses and provides. I 
think, in fairness, not just in the words of myself and of 
those who are economists and write in the trade journals, 
but people who run businesses and people who are mem- 
bers of unions have expressed concern over some of the 
policies of the federal government in terms of the high 
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dollar, interest rates, free trade, the goods and services tax 
and the deregulation that it has imposed on many industries. 

It is a double-edged sword. On the one hand, it is done 
to create competitiveness and productivity. On the other 
hand, we see the Ontario trucking industry laid open to 
what I believe to be unfair competition with the United 
States. The federal government and the former Liberal 
government here in Ontario supported that and we see the 
kind of results that we have on industry and people who 
are laid open to that kind of competition without the proper 
time frames and adjustments. 

We also hear questions in this resolution about improv- 
ing competitiveness, and certainly we do need to improve 
competitiveness. There is any number of ways that needs 
to be done. One of them is with respect to the government 
policies I just alluded to at the federal level, here at the 
provincial level and also on unit labour costs. It will come 
as a shock to some members opposite to hear me say that, 
but quite frankly, compared to our US competitors, we 
have fallen behind and that problem needs to be redressed 
if we are to regain our former position. 


Interjections. 


The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): Order, please. 
Members should not be interjecting, particularly when they 
are not in their seats. The honourable Minister of Industry, 
Trade and Technology has the floor. Please continue. 
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Hon Mr Pilkey: We do in fact need to bring forward 
new initiatives. We need to build on some of the pro- 
grams—lI must admit, some of them positive—by the pre- 
vious government, to encourage investment in this 
province; but we need to add to them. We have, by way of 
the manufacturing recovery program, allocated $57 mil- 
lion, going to help 200 companies and tens of thousands of 
employees maintain their jobs and be in a position when 
this recession is over to be an active and positive influence 
in this particular province. 

One of the other things we have to do is to get innova- 
tive. We have doubled the Innovation Ontario Corp’s bud- 
get, almost $22 million, so that we can provide dollars to 
those companies that need those seed dollars so that they 
can be involved in the new technologies and the new pro- 
cesses that will allow us to position ourselves in the com- 
petitive global market. 

We have done all of these things and we have also been 
very active on an international scene, and I must give the 
previous government some credit for this. They estab- 
lished and worked with a large number of international 


offices. We have continued that. We are attempting to en-- 


hance that. We are trying to make them even more aggres- 
sive SO We can open export markets for Ontario companies 
to maintain and create further jobs and employment in this 
province of ours. 

The resolution also speaks of the need to train and 
retrain. It sounds like a sort of self-indictment, but I guess 
it was not done before and so we as the new NDP govern- 
ment need to do it. I can assure members, in fact, we will. 
The partnerships are being forged, the new programs are 


being put together and they will be announced in thi! 
House very shortly. | 

In the 30 seconds remaining, I would like to simply 
close with this: Business has always been welcome in On’ 
tario; business will continue to be welcome in Ontari 
under the New Democratic Party government. I hope w 
will collectively understand the difficulties we all face, anc 
I hope that collectively we will ensure a socially, environ! 
mentally and monetarily profitable province for the peopl 
and for the business community of the province. 


Mr Kwinter: Unfortunately, there have been so many 
comments made I do not have enough time to respond tc 
all of them, but I do want to respond to a couple. 

I look around the House and there is hardly anybody 
here that I can see—there may be one, but I do not sex 
anybody—who was part of the accord of 1985. The gov: 
ernment has to understand that a lot of the policies it is 
now decrying are policies that were negotiated during tha 
accord and have carried over. It would be a very good ides 
to take a look at some of those things to see what it is they 
are doing. | 

The other thing I would like to comment on is that the 
Minister of Industry, Trade and Technology was talking 
about some of the things that were happening. I listenec 
very attentively as a member who has sat here for a num: 
ber of years. Every time there is any kind of concern, the 
government members stand up and lay it off somewhere 
else: “Blame it on the feds. Blame it on someone else: 
Whatever you do, blame someone else, but not me.” Nine 
months have gone by, the baby is theirs. It is their baby 
they have to deal with it. | 

It is not rumour. The member for Norfolk was talking 
about the rumour. All they have to do is read any business 
publication, any editorial in any of the major newspapers, 
any of the columnists, and they all say the same thing: This 
government is not friendly towards business. It is not 4 
rumour, it is a perception. It is a perception that is there 
and they had better do something to change it, because 
unless they do, we are going to be in a situation that is now 
happening. We have the same federal government in On- 
tario as we do in British Columbia, but British Columbia’s 
gross domestic product is growing, ours is diminishing. 
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The House divided on Mr Kwinter’s motion, which 
was negatived on the following vote: 


Ayes-—34 


Beer, Bradley, Brown, Callahan, Carr, Chiarelli, Cun- 
ningham, Curling, Elston, Grandmaitre, Harnick, Harris, 
Henderson, Kwinter, Mahoney, Marland, McClelland, Mc- 
Leod, Miclash, Morin, Murdoch, B., Nixon, Phillips, G., 
Poirier, Poole, Ramsay, Runciman, Scott, Sola, Sorbara, 
Sterling, Stockwell, Tilson, Witmer. 


Nays—54 


Abel, Bisson, Buchanan, Charlton, Christopherson, 
Cooper, Coppen, Dadamo, Drainville, Duignan, Frankford, 
Gigantes, Hampton, Hansen, Harrington, Haslam, Hayes, 
Hope, Huget, Jamison, Johnson, Klopp, Lessard, Mackenzie, 
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cKinnon, Malkowski, Mammoliti, Marchese, Martel, White, Wildman, Wilson, F., Wilson, G., Winninger, Wise- 
thyssen, Mills, Morrow, Murdock, S., North, man, Wood, Ziemba. 

Sonnor, Owens, Perruzza, Pilkey, Pouliot, Rizzo, Silipo, The House adjourned at 1804. 

herland, Ward, B., Ward, M., Waters, Wessenger, 
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Wednesday 12 


The House met at 1330. 
Prayers. 


MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 


LANDFILL SITE 


Mr Sorbara: Today representatives of the group 
ighan Cares are here at Queen’s Park to express their 
icern about the provincial government’s refusal to listen 
heir concerns about the possible expansion of the Keele 
ley landfill site, in the community of Maple in the city 
Vaughan. 

People are concerned about the potential environmen- 
impact on the Oak Ridges moraine, on the headwaters 
the Don River and on the surrounding community, 
ich, by the way, is now almost entirely urbanized. 

The people of our community feel a profound sense of 
rayal by the NDP government, and particularly by the 
nister of the Environment, on the question of garbage 
nps. During the election campaign the NDP promised 
t no existing dumps would be expanded and that no 
vy dumps would be created without a full environmental 
essment. The Premier himself made that commitment 
the edge of the Keele Valley landfill site in Vaughan. 
Now the Minister of the Environment says and has said 
licly in this House that she is prepared to use her emer- 
Icy powers to expand Keele Valley, with no environ- 
ntal review of any kind whatsoever and with no input 
m the people who live in the area and would be affected 
such use of emergency powers. 

Moreover, the government introduced legislation to 
yw the Ottawa region to decide whether or not to accept 
bage from other communities, but it will not give the 
ple of York region that power. That is unacceptable to 
people of York region. They have taken their fair share 
garbage, and when the dump is filled in 1993, it should 
closed, full stop. 


PURPLE LOOSESTRIFE 


Mr Cousens: Many members in this House will have 
occasion made use of the Ontario road map. I have a 
yy here. It is the official road map of Ontario, compre- 
sive in every way, with legends and cities and towns of 
whole province, printed on 50% recycled paper with veg- 
ble-oil-based ink, very environmentally sound indeed. 

You can also see the picturesque setting on it. It is a 
ture on Highway 17 near Wawa and you will see camp- 
going out and mountains in the background. Again, a 
ely scene. It is not just right. If you look at it a little 
re closely, in this picture instead of just beautiful moun- 
is and roadside flowers, you will notice the purple flow- 
and you will say, “My goodness, that is lovely.” But is 
s lovely as you think? It is purple loosestrife, one of the 
st devastating plants stalking Ontario’s wetlands, right 
€ being advertised on our road map. 
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According to the recent report of the standing commit- 
tee on resources development, purple loosestrife grows so 
densely that it becomes an aggressive invader to all other 
vegetation in our wetland habitat. In fact, witnesses in the 
committee described the impact of this pretty purple 
flower as disastrous to native vegetation. The committee 
recommended that the plant be considered a noxious weed 
and that its elimination should be a top priority of the 
government. 

I submit that we have identified one area where the 
purple loosestrife should not be displayed and that is cer- 
tainly on a road map. We should do everything we can to 
get rid of it. 


JUMELAGE DE WHITBY-LONGUEUIL 


M. White : En 1967, plusieurs groupes religieux et 
communautaires de Whitby ont pagayé en canot jusqu’a 
Montréal pour l’Expo 67. Ces groupes avaient été accueil- 
lis par le maire de Longueuil. Selon sa suggestion, les 
deux municipalités ont passé des accords et sont devenues 
officiellement jumelées. 

Dés 1969, les célébrations de ce jumelage ont eu lieu 
annuellement. Ces deux villes se joignent pour apprendre 
et partager ce qu’elles ont en commun. La ville de Whitby 
a beaucoup profité de cette expérience. Le drapeau de 
Whitby, par exemple, provient de ce jumelage. Cette fin de 
semaine, la ville de Whitby recevra des représentants de 
Longueuil pour la 23° célébration de leur jumelage. 

Monsieur le Président, j’espére que notre Assemblée en 
prendra connaissance et qu’elle applaudira |’ initiative que 
ces deux villes ont prise. Je sais qu’en accueillant les 
représentants de Longueuil, j’aurai le soutien de tous les 
membres de Il’ Assemblée. 


TAXATION 


Mr Kwinter: We are now less than three weeks away 
from the NDP government’s implementation of its tax on 
auto workers. The Treasurer had promised that he would 
make an announcement by 10 June on whether or not he 
would revise or revoke this gas guzzler tax. 

On 16 May the Treasurer agreed to set up a working 
group to look at this tax. Noticeably, this group did not 
include any representatives from the environment commu- 
nity nor a representative from the Ontario Automobile 
Dealers Association. However, both these groups have 
made representation to the Treasurer on their suggested 
revisions for this tax. 

The Treasurer has had wide input on how to make this 
tax more fair and equitable and still provide the desired 
environmental incentives for fuel-efficient vehicles. The 
Treasurer has been given input on how he can do this 
without devastating the auto industry. The Treasurer 
knows that all this tax will result in is lost jobs by auto 
workers. Even Bob White agrees that this tax will hurt the 
auto industry. 
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The Treasurer made a commitment that he would make 
a decision on this unfair tax by 10 June. There are hun- 
dreds of jobs in limbo, waiting for the Treasurer’s deci- 
sion. It is now 12 June. When will we hear from him on 
this very important matter? 
1340 
EDUCATION FINANCING 


Mrs Cunningham: On 31 May the Minister of Edu- 
cation announced the school capital allocation for 1994- 
95. Every board that was lucky enough to receive 
notification of provincial grants will be going to the bank 
to obtain bridge financing as the provincial dollars will not 
flow for another four years. Otherwise, poor management 
by the provincial government now forces school boards to 
borrow and go into debt as well. 

Communities across the province need new schools 
now and therefore the local taxpayer once again will have 
to absorb the additional financing costs. Many boards were 
disappointed that they did not receive capital grant approv- 
als. They will have to wait yet another year. 

My constituents back in London are beginning to ask 
where all their tax dollars are going. The answer is simple. 
We are spending the money on provincial debt interest. 
The $9.7-billion deficit will cost Ontario taxpayers an ad- 
ditional $2.5 million in interest payments a day. At that 
rate, we could build an elementary school every three 
days. The total debt, $51 billion, amounts to $13 million in 
interest payments a day or the cost of building a secondary 
school every other day. 

The bottom line is that the more the province spends 
on debt financing, the less the province will have to spend 
on programs such as education and health care. 

I urge the government to rethink its decision to double 
the provincial debt to $77 billion by 1994-95 before it is 
too late. What a terrible example for our children. 


RENT REGULATION 

Mr Malkowski: I rise today to congratulate the Min- 
ister of Housing on the introduction of the Rent Control 
Act, 1991. The people in my riding of York East have been 
waiting a long time for real protection from large and arbi- 
trary rent increases. 

I am particularly proud that as part of the minister’s 
efforts to inform the tenants of Ontario about this legisla- 
tion, he will be visiting my riding this coming Monday, 17 
June. This town hall meeting is open to everyone. I en- 
courage the members to encourage their constituents to 
attend my meeting and also meetings held in their own 
areas. The people of York East will be meeting at 7:30 at 
the East York Collegiate Institute auditorium, 650 Cosburn 
Avenue, and we invite members to join us. 


PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE DAY 

Mr Ruprecht: Today, Canadians of Philippine heri- 
tage will be celebrating the 93rd anniversary of a free, 
independent, democratic Republic of the Philippines. 

In recognition of the important contributions that Ca- 
nadians of Filipino heritage have made to the economic 
development and, I might add, the cultural enrichment of 
our province and country, the blue, red and white flag of 


the independent Philippines was raised this morning at T) 
ronto city hall. These Philippine colours have become i 
international symbol of the indomitable spirit of demo 
racy and serve as an inspiration to us all to strengthen tl 
bonds of friendship, respect and affection we have for t} 
Filipino community. 

With us in the gallery today to help us celebrate th 
historic event is the new consul general of the Philippine 
Mr Montesa, and his staff, the president of the Nation 
Congress of Filipino Canadians, Mel Catre, and Ri 
Falco, the outgoing president of the National Congress | 
Filipino Canadians. 


CHRONIC FATIGUE AND IMMUNE DYSFUNCTION 
SYNDROME 


Mrs Witmer: I would like to call the members’ atte’ 
tion to the urgent need for increased effort and fundiy 
from the Ministry of Health to help those individuals wh 
suffer from chronic fatigue and immune dysfunction sy 
drome. This has also been referred to as yuppie flu. 

What is it? It is characterized by general fatigue, r 
duces daily activity levels by at least 50%, and it usual 
persists for at least six months. There are over 40 sym: 
toms associated with this debilitating disease. | 

This is a devastating illness which causes a great de 
of pain and suffering to its victims. It is estimated th 
about 10,000 people suffer in this province, and this ij 
cludes about 1,000 children who are unable to atteil 
school. | 

I would urge the province to take immediate action | 
address three specific areas of concern. 

The Ministry of Health should provide adequate fun! 
ing for research. 

The Ministry of Health must ensure that health ca 
professionals are provided with more information abo; 
this disease. Currently, many individuals are impr oni 
diagnosed for long periods of time. 

Finally, all levels of government responsible for final 
cial assistance programs must become better aware of t! 
nature of the disease. Many of the people afflicted 4) 
forced to leave their jobs or abandon their studies, and 
important that those government agencies that provide s: 
cial assistance programs recognize that this is a legitimé 
and debilitating disease. I would encourage the Ministry 
Health to respond to their request for testing, assessme: 
and treatment. 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE 


Mr Owens: Yesterday, while reading the Globe al 
Mail Report on Business, I was struck by a comment ma’ 
by Frank Stronach, a former Liberal candidate and chair! 
the giant auto parts maker Magna International Inc, wil 
respect to establishing an auto parts manufacturing pla \ 
Mexico. 

Mr Stronach said: “Profit means money. Money has 
heart, no soul, no conscience, no homeland.” This quote. 
believe, provides a kind of insight and philosophy that th 
government, while it is trying to help people, is fighting ( ! 
the other side. I think with attitudes and philosophy su! 
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are expressed in this newspaper, we are not going to 
yve the social agenda any further ahead. 

In Scarborough, I see people on a daily basis who are 
sing their jobs, who have to deplete their life savings and 
> being forced to line up for welfare. Our government is 
sarly trying to respond to these problems and the needs 

our citizens, including those who are unable to find 
ork. I am clearly proud of the accomplishments and steps 
s government has taken to try and alleviate the kinds of 
ficulties that are being caused as a result of the current 
‘e trade agreement and also further to the potential prob- 
ns that we will have with the Canada-Mexico free trade 
reement. 


SENATOR DAVID CROLL 


Mr Nixon: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I would 
k for the consent of the House to make a few remarks to 
ark the passing of Senator David Croll. 


Agreed to. 


Mr Nixon: There may not be many members of this 
yuse at present who have met the late Senator Croll per- 
nally, but he was a highly valued member of the com- 
nity and for many years a member of this House and, I 
lieve, the first Minister of Welfare, as it was then called, 
suming office in 1934 with the election of the Hepburn 
vernment. 


He came from Windsor and was elected as a young 
an with a commitment to progressive policies, which, 
like some of us more aging politicians, he was able to 
aintain throughout his long life. He died yesterday at the 
e of 92, as full of interest in public affairs and concern 
d support for the progressive aspects of public policy as 
ever was. 


He served faithfully in the Hepburn government until 
had a substantial disagreement with the then first minis- 
over labour policy. It involved what then was called a 
-down strike, I believe, involving General Motors in 
shawa. He left the ministry with the famous statement 
ributed to him that he would sooner walk with the work- 
; than ride with General Motors, a sentiment that is 
hoed by everyone in this House, I am sure, with a few 
ceptions at the present time. 


He always maintained a high degree of independence 
d left direct cabinet service later to sign up with the 
inadian army in the Second World War. He went in as an 
listed person who was soon recognized for his ability 
d, I understand, received a commission in the field and 
rved valiantly and, of course, loyally. 


Upon his return, he entered federal politics after a pe- 
id of time and had a remarkable career there, serving in 
any capacities, but perhaps the one that most of us re- 
ember is his membership in the Senate of Canada. 
ither than taking that as some sort of comfortable sine- 
te much desired by many people in public life, he be- 
me extremely active indeed and undertook the review 
d leadership of a commission involving poverty, result- 
¢ in a famous report that is still a byword in reviews in 
“Se matters. 
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As a matter of fact, it would be interesting for mem- 
bers to note that I received a personal letter from Senator 
Croll, and I answered just last night as I was doing my 
never-ending work, in which he was castigating me as 
interim leader for allowing the Liberal Party to strike off a 
large number of ex officio members of our party who nor- 
mally participate in the selection of a leader. On reading 
his letter, I realized that a serious mistake had been made 
that he had brought to my attention, but I thought it was 
characteristic that even at the age of 92, he was fully aware 
of all of these matters and did not hesitate in the least to 
write his interim leader and tear a strip of his skin off. 

I would also draw to the members’ attention that the 
library has a recently published book on Senator Croll’s 
life, and I would certainly recommend it to anyone inter- 
ested in the work of this Legislature, which is recounted 
there in his experiences and his career going over these 
many years, a career of public service which I would say is 
truly exemplary. There was always concern for his constit- 
uents. There was always a substantial depth of support for 
progressive aspects of public policy that everybody in this 
House would find commendable. 

His career is clearly an example of public service and a 
recognition of the true purpose of the democratic process 
to all of us. He has lived a full life, so we cannot be sad in 
that regard, but certainly we can be thankful for the exam- 
ple of service that he has left. 


Mr Harnick: I am pleased to be able to rise today to 
recount my experience in knowing Senator David Croll. 
He was a close personal friend of my family and I have 
known Senator Croll for many years. He certainly did not 
encourage me personally to go into politics. We chatted 
about political life, and he certainly chastised the things 
that went on in this Legislature, and the things that he had 
opinions on were strong and valid. 

I was with Senator Croll but three weeks ago. I was in 
synagogue and I was driving him home afterwards, and | 
can say that in terms of the Jewish community, Senator 
Croll was undoubtedly a trailblazer. He did things that no 
one in the Jewish community had ever been able to 
achieve in public life before. He was a trailblazer and he 
was a man who certainly was revered by the community in 
which he lived. It gives me pleasure to be able to rise and 
say a few words about Senator Croll, who I did not know 
in any real political sense but I knew in a personal way. 
His passing is a loss. As the Leader of the Opposition said, 
his life was a full one and it was a life of great accomplish- 
ment on behalf of the Canadian people. 


Hon Mr Cooke: I join with other members of the 
Legislature and on behalf of the government to express our 
condolences to the Croll family. I was actually in Windsor 
last night and this morning woke up to the news on the 
local CBC radio. 

Of course, the death of Senator Croll is met with a 
great deal of sadness across the province but particularly in 
Windsor, because of the contribution this man has made to 
our community and the very progressive stands that he did 
take over the years, as the Leader of the Opposition has 
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said, on poverty and labour issues. In fact, with people like 
Senator Croll and Senator Martin and other people from 
our community, one can understand why it took so long 
for the New Democratic Party to make the inroads that it 
made in Windsor eventually when the Liberal Party forgot 
its true roots. 

I really do want to pay tribute on behalf of the govern- 
ment to this rather remarkable person who served, as the 
Leader of the Opposition has said, at the municipal level, 
the provincial level, in the federal Parliament and in the 
Senate. His was truly a remarkable life, and we really do 
join in celebration of this contribution to public life in 
Ontario and in Canada. 


The Speaker: I wish to thank the members for their 
contributions. Their kind and thoughtful comments will be 
forwarded to the family of the late Senator Croll. 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 


LAND USE PLANNING 


Hon Mr Cooke: Many people in this province believe 
that the public interest is not always served when land use 
planning and development decisions are made in their 
communities. Concerns about the relationship between pri- 
vate interests and those who serve the public interest per- 
sist. We on this side of the House have long held that a 
public inquiry into the land development process is an 
essential step in restoring public confidence in land use 
planning and, ultimately, in governments. 


I am pleased to inform the House that this government 
is taking that step today. I am announcing on behalf of the 
government the establishment of a three-person commis- 
sion of inquiry under the Public Inquiries Act. The com- 
mission will examine all aspects of the system under 
which land use is planned and regulated in this province. 


I have appointed former Toronto mayor John Sewell as 
chair of the commission. The two other commissioners are 
Toby Vigod, executive director of the Canadian Environ- 
mental Law Association, and George Penfold, an associate 
professor at the university school of rural planning and 
development at the University of Guelph. They are all up 
in the gallery. 


The commission’s mandate is to examine the relation- 
ship between public and private interests in land use devel- 
opment and to recommend ways that will entrench good 
planning into the system. We have asked the commission- 
ers to look at the goals of the planning system and to 
recommend ways to improve the integrity, efficiency, 
openness and accountability of the land use decision-mak- 
ing process. 


The thousands of women and men who work on behalf 
of the public on municipal councils across the province 
deserve to work in a system that reinforces the integrity 
they bring to the task. Good planning is essential to a high 
quality of life in our communities. Good planning is envi- 
ronmentally sound and responsive to the public’s views, 
and good planning is efficient planning. The cumbersome 
and often adversarial development approvals process 
which drains public and private resources must be improved. 


The commissioners will consider the role of the pro. 
vincial and municipal policy in achieving fair and consis} 
tent land use practices. They will consider the roles anc} 
relationships elected officials, administrators, developers; 
interest groups, the Ontario Municipal Board and the pub; 
lic should have in the land use planning system. They will 
look at how the structure of the development industry af, 
fects the ability of the provincial and local governments tc 
protect the public interest. 

This government has also asked the commission to rec! 
ommend how the planning system can support provincial | 
priorities in environmental and food land protection. The 
commissioners will examine whether the current ri 


controlling development help the province reach its plan:! 
ning goals. They will also look at the impact municipal! 
financing and large infrastructure projects have on local 
planning and the development decisions. 

We must also stress what the commissioners will not 
do. They cannot and will not investigate specific accusa- f 
tions of wrongdoing or corruption. That is the job of the 
police and the courts, not this commission. 

The commission will look to the future, looking at) 
what legislative and policy changes are needed to improve 
the way land use decisions are made. The commission will 
operate in an open and informal way, consulting the public) 
and seeking consensus among parties who have often dis- | 
agreed in the past. I have asked the commission to submit 
an interim report one year from now and a final report in 
two years. 

While this commission does its work, development and 
redevelopment will continue to be vital to the prosperity of 
this province. Ontario’s population will continue to grow,| 
as will the need for homes, places of work and places of! 
recreation. The province and municipal governments will) 
continue to make planning decisions. For example, more, 
than 100 municipal official plans will be revised or devel- 
oped over the next two years. 
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In our announcement in Grey county earlier this ses- 
sion, the government demonstrated its commitment to en- 
suring that land use decisions are guided by 
environmentally sound planning principles. In York re- 
gion, the Ministry of Municipal Affairs is working with the 
region to ensure that future expansion of urban boundaries, 
is guided by a comprehensive regional official plan. 
In the future, this ministry and my cabinet colleagues 
will continue to promote planning in the public interest, 
whether it be related to the Oak Ridges moraine, 
Harbourfront, the Toronto port lands, wetlands policy, the 
motel strip in Etobicoke or area-wide strategic plans. 
I said this inquiry was a necessary step in restoring) 
public confidence in planning and development practices 
in Ontario. Allow me to remind the House of two other 
steps this government has already taken in that direction. 
Earlier this year, I appointed a committee to review the) 
Municipal Conflict of Interest Act, and I hope to bring in. 
improved legislation this fall. We also tightened election, 
finance rules covering contributions to municipal candi-' 
dates and improved their enforcement provisions. | 


For too long provincial governments have been unwill- 
: to show leadership in protecting the public interest in 
ning decisions. I want members to know this govern- 
nt takes its planning responsibilities seriously. I believe 
s announcement today demonstrates that. 


ENERGY CONSERVATION 


| Hon Ms Carter: I would like to take this opportunity 
tell the House about a package of new and enhanced 
ergy-efficiency initiatives which the Ministry of Energy 
ll launch this week. 

_As honourable members are aware, the government 
s set a new energy direction for Ontario. It is one that 
iphasizes the need to conserve energy and use it more 
‘ciently. Our goals are to protect the environment, to 
jJuce energy costs for the people of Ontario and to reduce 
> province’s reliance on nuclear power. Since last fall, 
> government has moved decisively to give effect to this 
w energy direction. 

We called upon Ontario Hydro to intensify and acceler- 
> its efforts in conservation and in controlling demand 
tr energy. The utility’s spending on conservation will in- 
2ase next week to approximately $232 million and over 
> course of this decade will total more than $3 billion. 

With the introduction of amendments to the Power 
poration Act, we are now also taking steps to enable 
ydro and the government to work together more effec- 
ely to achieve the province’s energy-efficiency goals. 

We are continuing to expand regulations under the En- 
gy Efficiency Act, which sets minimum energy-effi- 
sncy performance standards for new appliances and 
ergy-using products sold in Ontario. By bringing more 
oducts under the regulations, we will be making this one 
the most effective pieces of legislation of its kind. 

We are putting our own house in order. Ontario Hydro 
ll carry out energy audits on nearly 8,000 government 
ildings and facilities across the province. These audits 
ill provide the basis for an extensive program of energy- 
ficiency improvements that will greatly reduce energy 
nsumption in government buildings. 

I might point out that in the short time since we an- 
unced this program, Hydro has audited 780 government 
ildings. The Ministry of Government Services and our 
inistry have already moved on to the next step, which is 
draw up a plan to carry out the improvements that the 
dits recommend. 

These initiatives are just the beginning. The additiona 
location of $10 million provided to our ministry in the 
pril budget allows us to increase our energy-efficiency 
tivities by almost 75% in the current fiscal year. As a 
sult, the ministry is expanding many of our current pro- 
ams as well as adding new ones. 

It is my pleasure to outline some of our plans in the 
ouse today. Our programs constitute an unprecedented 
ive towards an energy-efficient Ontario. They also con- 
tute an action plan for placing immediate resources into 
ergy conservation and efficiency and for producing tan- 
ble results. 

Our aim is a basic change of attitude towards energy 
e, a change that enables Ontarians to reap both the 
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environmental and economic benefits of energy efficiency. 
To that end, we are stepping up activities to encourage and 
promote energy efficiency across the board: in our homes, 
schools, offices, hospitals, factories, cars, wherever energy 
is used. 

We are taking a number of steps to help Ontario indus- 
tries become more energy-efficient, reduce their energy 
costs, improve energy productivity and thus become more 
competitive. We are expanding the scope of our energy 
audits for large industrial energy users. We are providing 
new grants to help industry with the purchase and installa- 
tion of non-electrical, energy-efficient equipment in indus- 
trial plants. We will hold regular competitions that will 
accelerate market acceptance of new energy-efficient tech- 
nologies manufactured by Ontario companies. 

Our energy-efficient communities program will en- 
courage communities themselves to identify what needs to 
be done to help people save energy in their homes and 
businesses. A pilot program will be established this year to 
identify these energy savings. 

We are also giving greater attention to education. Our 
aim is to promote an energy conservation and efficiency 
ethic among students and teachers. We want to help them 
understand the impact of energy production and use on the 
environment and the economy. 

For example, we will develop new energy curricula for 
students and teachers and we will help school boards to 
identify possible savings in energy in their operations. We 
will also work with education authorities to enhance 
school programs at such places as the Ontario Science 
Centre, the Kortright Centre for Conservation and Science 
North. 

In transportation, the new initiatives include joint en- 
deavours with the Ministry of Transportation. We will es- 
tablish a ride-sharing program and help both the public and 
private sectors develop techniques for energy-efficient 
management of fleets. 

These energy initiatives will help save the environment 
and help Ontarians cut energy costs. They should kick- 
start a whole range of business and manufacturing oppor- 
tunities in the energy field. 

I would like to point out that we developed these vari- 
ous programs in consultation with the ministry’s client 
groups and we will implement them in partnership with 
those groups. Our program partnerships have been de- 
signed to encourage investment by others as well, thereby 
increasing the effectiveness of every dollar spent. 

I need hardly remind the House that the government’s 
financial resources are strained to the very limit as we fight 
the effects of the current recession. We cannot buy energy 
conservation even if we wanted to. The government’s 
spending on these new initiatives is seed money, designed 
to work alongside spending on conservation and energy 
efficiency by municipalities, business and individuals. 

Our spending on energy efficiency constitutes an in- 
vestment of public money that will pay dividends to 
Ontarians for generations to come. Sharing the responsibil- 
ity for funding allows the government to multiply the re- 
turns. It stimulates further spending and economic activity 
in a time of recession. It also drives home the point that we 
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all share responsibility for reducing energy consumption 
and protecting the environment. 

The implications of these new and expanded programs 
are far-reaching, but I would remind the House that this is 
one more step in our program for turning Ontario in a new 
energy direction. We will continue to work with the people 
of Ontario to develop policies and strategies that will help 
to ensure a more energy-efficient and a more energy-se- 
cure future. 

1410 
ADULT LITERACY 


Hon Mrs Boyd: I am pleased to inform members of 
$31.8 million in funding for two adult literacy programs. 
This funding is part of my ministry’s ongoing commitment 
to the Ontario Basic Skills and the Ontario Basic Skills in 
the Workplace programs throughout the province. Because 
learning is a lifelong endeavour, education and training 
must become an integral part of the work process. Educa- 
tion and training must be seen as fundamental to growth. 

Of the total funding, $28.09 million will be allocated to 
Ontario Basic Skills and Formation de base de |’Ontario 
programs in 23 community colleges in 100 locations in the 
province. The Ontario Basic Skills program provides a 
broad range of training in reading, writing, mathematics 
and science to grade 12 equivalency as well as computer 
literacy, life skills and work adjustment skills. 

Grants totalling $3.7 million will fund 18 Ontario 
Basic Skills in the Workplace programs. Funding will as- 
sist labour organizations, employers, employer associa- 
tions and non-profit delivery agents to deliver training at 
over 250 work sites. The Ontario Basic Skills in the Work- 
place program provides funding for literacy, language 
training, basic numeracy and science, and other basic skills 
delivered in the workplace. 

Literacy and numeracy skills are essential to personal 
and professional growth. Investment in people must be 
understood to be as important as investment in capital or in 
research and development. 


RESPONSES 


LAND USE PLANNING 


Mr Sorbara: At first blush, the statement by the Min- 
ister of Municipal Affairs appears to be a face-saving de- 
vice. Members will recall that in the last Parliament the 
member for York South, now the Premier, who does not 
come here much any more, regularly made rather wild 
allegations concerning the business of land development, 
particularly in the area of York region, and often called for 
a public inquiry. Now, having formed a government, his 
Minister of Municipal Affairs is creating an advisory com- 
mittee to help him revise the Planning Act. 

It is probably not a bad idea that the government con- 
tinue along the business of making revisions to the Plan- 
ning Act. I would have just two things to say about it. 

First, under his predecessor, the Honourable John 
Sweeney, the former member for Kitchener-Wilmot, there 
was a great deal of work done towards the revision of the 
way in which we plan and develop our communities. 
Much of that work is available in his ministry, and I would 


encourage him to make that work available to these con 
missioners who will be offering advice to the minist 
some two years down the road. | 

Regrettably, if I understand the minister’s stateme) 
correctly, what he is looking to do is to centralize plannin 
in the hands of his own ministry and his own cabine 
What we were working on is to try and give more autho. 
ity to local communities to develop the kind of livab) 
communities that people in this province want and expect, 

The other thing to say about this statement at this tim 
is simply that a commission of inquiry or an advisor 
board into the business of planning and developing o 
communities is going to do absolutely nothing for the re: 
problems which we face in this province, and those ar 
that no houses are being built, no offices are being built, n 
factories are being built. 

In fact, factories are being closed down, houses are nc 
being sold, office space is not being rented. Thousands an | 
thousands of construction workers in this province ar 
looking forward to the day when this government take 
one or two steps, at least, to get us back on the road t 
growth right around the province. | 


ENERGY CONSERVATION 


Mr Elston: I am supposed to reply to the statement b | 
the Minister of Energy. I can tell members this is one 0. 
the biggest wastes of energy that I think I could ever fin 
or contemplate anyplace, because this is just a rehash 0 
several other statements of principle these people hav. 
tried to sell as a new direction. 

A good number of these areas we were already work 
ing On as a government ourselves. We can understand tha 
sometimes the Minister of Energy, the member for Peter 
borough, must get her name in the paper, particularly if th 
Liberal task force on the budget is visiting her home town 
Perhaps that is why she decided to go through this dia 
logue in repetition of several areas of activity. 

I would like to know why it was so important to mal 
a statement today that is devoid of any details about wha 
is being spent on any of these programs. Why did she no 
tell us where the extra $10 million in her budget was goin; 
to be allocated and how those programs were going to x 
formulated, rather than again providing a diary of he 
items to work on? This is a ghastly interruption of the 
business of the House to serve the member for Peterbor: 
ough and her need to generate some kind of press. I wist 
she had saved our time and her energy and just got on witl 
her work. 


ee 


i 
i 


ADULT LITERACY 


Mrs McLeod: I would like to respond briefly to the 
statement by the Minister of Education. I would under- 
stand that this announcement is an indication of an in- 
crease in the total funding for literacy programs in the 
province, although the minister has not really indicatec 
that. If it is an increase, it is certainly welcome, because | 
think we would all concur that literacy continues to be 
extremely important for people to be able to take part in 
the mainstream of community life in this province, and if 
is ever more important as the levels of skills that are 
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eded for finding a place in the workforce get higher and 
zher. 

I guess I would wonder whether the training that is 
jing to take place at 250 work sites in the province is 
ing to be geared to the kind of skills that are needed for 
ople to take part in what will be a very restructured 
siness and industry setting in Ontario, or whether the 
nds have been geared to those communities in particular 
1ere recession has meant a lot of job dislocation and 
1ere retraining is so desperately needed. 

I would also ask the minister—the question was asked 
"our colleague the member for Cornwall on 13 May 
out the cancellation of a pilot project—whether this 
eans this funding will now be renewed and that pilot 
oject can be refunded? 


LAND USE PLANNING 


Mr B. Murdoch: I would like to respond to the state- 
ent from the Minister for Municipal Affairs. Most of the 
ings he is saying in this statement are what we all agree 
ith, that we need good planning, but I have a problem 
ith why we need another commission. If the ministry 
sre doing its own job it would not need this; all the 
inistries would not. They would not need a commission 
e this if they were doing their job right. 

We are going to spend more money on another com- 
ission. I wonder how many people we are going to lay 
f in this ministry that we will not need now it is going to 
ve somebody else doing its jobs for it. 

He also mentions Grey in here, and I would like to tell 
m about that, but I know if I do that the members will 
row me out, so I will quit right now. 


Mr Cousens: If this were going to be the kind of 
mmission that the Premier promised, then we would 
ve something to be pleased with, but we had from 1 
ctober till now, and what we have received today is far 
3s than what the Premier indicated we would be receiving. 

I want to just comment as well that when the govern- 
ent has this review under way, what changes will be 
lowed to the Planning Act? Certainly, we have a need for 
ore serviceable land in the province, and I can see the 
ernment hiding behind this commission while we are 
oking for more serviceable land. It will use this as an 
cuse not to do anything with it. 

I ask the question: Were they weasel words when the 
emier said on 8 September that there would be an inves- 
zation into land transactions and he would look into the 
lationship among developers, politicians and government 
ficials? Or are they weasel words today when he says the 
mmissioners cannot and will not investigate specific ac- 
sations of wrongdoing or corruption? Where are the 
easels? 

I think what we are seeing today is that the government 
trying to hide behind something that it is saying is crimi- 
il, but there are other things that are on the edge of the 
w where people’s confidence has been shattered and bro- 
sn. We are talking about big, backroom brokers of power 
ho are involved in land transactions. We are seeing large 
velopers, and there is a distrust in the system and this 
vernment is not, through this investigation, attacking the 


kernel of the problem. What we are seeing is a 
smokescreen. We are seeing the government standing 
back, saying, “Well, we’re going to do something.” It 
started off with the right words in the beginning, but the 
implementation and the process it is following fail totally 
from the plan the Premier asked for when he asked for an 
inquiry into situations in York region. This does not begin 
to accomplish it. 


ENERGY CONSERVATION 


Mr Runciman: There are a lot of scary things hap- 
pening in this province under the socialist government. 
Perhaps one of the scariest things is having a group of 
ideologues take control of Ontario Hydro. We have anti- 
nukes. We have people who are in effect Hydro-haters, if 
you will, who are taking control. We now have amend- 
ments to the Power Corporation Act that are going to, in 
effect, politicize Ontario Hydro. 

The government’s real effort in terms of conservation 
in this province is to kill off the industrial sector. That is 
what is happening. We are seeing a drop in demand for 
electricity in this province because of what is happening in 
the manufacturing sector of this province because of the 
government’s policies. 

When we look at nuclear energy, when we look at what 
is happening with respect to acid rain in this world really, 
in the ozone layer, this government—with its minister and 
cabinet ministers and the people they are stacking the On- 
tario Hydro board of directors with—is not really address- 
ing that problem. They are operating on ideology. 

We want to take a look at nuclear energy. I served on 
the select committee on energy and I know its benefits; I 


know what it means to this province. I know what it means 


in terms of attracting new investment and creating jobs in 
this province. 

It is a scary prospect, and we are going to be watching 
very closely and fighting every move with respect to dam- 
aging, in a long-term way, Hydro’s production in this province. 
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ADULT LITERACY 


Mrs Cunningham: I would like to respond to the 
statement by the Minister of Education today and say we 
always welcome adult literacy programs, whether they be 
in the workplace, which of course I think is the most effi- 
cient way of doing it; whether they be in the colleges; or 
whether they be in school boards. Basically they should be 
in communities. At this time we do not have enough infor- 
mation with regard to the announcement, except to say that 
we hope the use of the tutors as volunteers will also be 
seriously considered and utilized by the Minister of Educa- 
tion, and that she give further consideration to the adult 
basic education classes in school boards and try, in fact, to 
use those to her best advantage as Minister of Education. 
The workplace we support, and we congratulate her for her 
decision. 
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ORAL QUESTIONS 


CHILD CARE 


Mr Nixon: To the Minister of Community and Social 
Services: Her statement to the gathering of day care work- 
ers this morning made it clear once again that she intends 
in no way to assist commercial day care with the special 
provisions of providing pay equity, in spite of the fact that 
the salaries paid in commercial day care are generally 
lower than those in non-profit, even now. 

Since the minister must be aware that a third of the day 
care places in the province are provided on a commercial 
basis, although very rarely on a profit basis, would she not 
be aware that her decision is essentially going to destroy 
that community service? If she agrees that is at least partly 
going to happen, what is she going to do to replace those 
much-needed community services without a substantial in- 
crease in her budget? 

Hon Ms Akande: I must correct some of the assump- 
tions or presumptions that have been made by the member 
in the question. First of all, I have not made any conclu- 
sion about the discussion that is going on. We have re-em- 
phasized, as we have many times before, that this 
government, like the previous one, does have a preference 
for non-profit child care. In terms of its direction, that is 
certainly what our intention will be. However, I have also 
emphasized, as I did this morning, that consultations, dis- 
cussions with various groups, are going on. We have been 
designing a paper that goes out for consultation, which 
will speak to the revision of the child care system. 

What are we planning to do in terms of our non-prof- 
its? We are looking at a non-profit child care system 
throughout Ontario, and the consultation paper is being 
designed around that. 


Mr Nixon: The minister has responded somewhat 
more positively than she has in the past in this regard, and 
yet she has made it clear that it is the intention of the 
government in most of the facilities she supports through 
her ministry not to undertake the support of anything that 
might be considered commercial in any way. 

We have received copies of letters that have been sent 
to her, and some directly to us, that would indicate day 
care facilities in Sharon, Oshawa, Brampton, Hamilton, 
Weston, and in other communities are going to be closing 
and have closed because of the minister’s policy. While 
she may have tried to allay fears through her comments, 
which I was very glad to hear, would she not understand 
that the people who are providing these facilities on a 
commercial basis are planning to close, and that we are 
going to lose between a quarter and a third of these facili- 
ties unless she is prepared to assist them in meeting the 
requirements of the pay equity laws as those regulations 
come into play for these particular facilities? 

Hon Ms Akande: Certainly I do want to stress that 
there has been no change in the funding, that in fact this 
government continues to fund the child care sector as the 
previous government did. No new for-profit child care 
centres have been given any direct operating grants; only 
those that were in place as of December 1987 got 50% of the 
grants, and that was as the previous government designed it. 


The subsidies still go to the non-profit sector as well as ti 
the profit sector. 

The concern about making sure that there is child car 
in place for parents and good child care for children con 
tinues to be there, and so our area offices continue to mon) 
itor the system and the changes that may occur in tha 
system and to offer support where in fact that support ma} 
be received and taken up and used to maintain the system.) 


Mr Nixon: The minister in her statement on long-term 
care yesterday indicated that the government was onl! 
going to maintain the previous levels of care for commer 
cial nursing home facilities across the province and no 
allow those to undertake any expansion. This is similar té 
her approach to day care, and it reflects what the Nev 
Democratic Party has said over the years: that it woul/ 
move to eliminate the commercial aspects of these services. | 

Whoever might feel that is an appropriate goal, and | 
am not one of them, would the minister not realize thi 
practical aspects, that she does not have the clout with th 
Treasurer, who is absent right now, and in fact even if sh 
did, the Treasurer does not have the resources to replaci 
those commercial facilities with those non-profit facilitie! 
that would be operated either directly or indirectly by thi 
ministry or this minister? But what is she going to do t¢ 
see that these services are maintained as a result of thesi 
policies, which are not in the best interests of providing thi 
services? | 


Hon Ms Akande: I think that the member presume; 
too much. This government has no intention of putting am 
facility out of business. Our concern is simply focused o1 
the question of the direction of government dollars to 
wards a non-profit system. It is not our intention to directh 
put any system at all out of business. 

The other thing is that our concern for the child car 
system is once again, and I will repeat, to ensure that ther: 
is child care in place and that parents have a system the} 
can feel certain does not put their children at risk. . 

One thing we have to be certain of, in conclusion, 1 
that we must maintain what is in the system, both fo: 
seniors and for child care, while we change it. | 


Mr Nixon: In spite of the minister’s protestations thi: 
afternoon, these facilities are closing, and she must be 
aware of that. 
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TAXATION 


Mr Nixon: I would like to direct a second question tc 
the Minister of Industry, Trade and Technology. In an in: 
terview printed in the Financial Post, the minister indicatec 
the government might be considering harmonizing the 
GST with the provincial sales tax, and he is quoted as 
saying: “Everything is on the table. I haven’t ruled ou 
anything.” 

Since the Treasurer and the Premier have respondec 
following the minister’s comments and since they are both 
absent, perhaps the minister might clarify that situation foi 
the benefit of the taxpayers of the province, who weré 
under the impression that the NDP was going to stop the 
goods and services tax somehow. | 
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Hon Mr Pilkey: Quite frankly, I welcome the ques- 
m. The issue of taxation was referred to, I believe, in a 
itement by the Treasurer all the way back into March 
jen he sent it to the Fair Tax Commission. But to add 
rity specifically, in addition to that, on the issue of 
yss-border shopping, as the Leader of the Opposition 
11 knows, there are any number of organizations or indi- 
Juals who have expressed concerns and ideas on how 
is very difficult circumstance might be resolved, and 
any of the suggestions offered had to do with tax fields. 
y indication to the media simply was that we have re- 
ived all of those ideas, we would consider all of those 
2as and we would finalize our views on that subsequent 
the meetings we are going to be having with the federal 
vernment and the mayors of border communities. 

While we have invited suggestions and will consider 
2m, it is the position of the government that it is not its 
imary goal or wish to harmonize GST with the PST or to 
Juce provincial sales tax. It is in that context that the 
mment was offered, and I hope that brings some added 
ity to the circumstance of the apparently conflicting 
2ws on the situation. 


Mr Nixon: I do not normally support the cabinet min- 
ers opposite, but I did feel that Otto Jelinek did not treat 
> Ontario Minister of Revenue in a very fair and equita- 
> way when he said, “You either harmonize or we will 
t co-operate with Ontario at the borders in assisting in 
yss-border shopping.” 


Mr Runciman: She was a sweetheart too. 


Mr Nixon: Yes. As somebody said, “He’s such a 
ute,” and I would not say that our minister is totally an 
gel. She no doubt, according to reports, put up quite a 
ht. But it really amounts to blackmail in this regard. 

Since the minister has drawn back from the prospect of 
rmonizing by way of going in with the GST, then his 
ference to harmonizing must be to expand the base of the 
oVincial sales tax to include such things as haircuts and 
y cleaning. Since he has said, “I have not taken anything 
f the table,” would he care to comment on his role in tax 
licy in this regard? 


Hon Mr Pilkey: Only to say that I think it is only fair 
d reasonable, when you seek suggestions and offers of 
sistance from people, that you at least consider what 
*y offer. That was the context in which I made my com- 
ent. I must be very clear, though. At this point in time, it 
the position of this government not to harmonize those 
eS, 


Mr Nixon: It just recalls that long-forgotten Agenda 
t People. The NDP was elected on the basis of the fol- 
ving statement: Ontario should lead a tax revolt, a revolt 
ainst the Mulroney GST. The taxpayers are remember- 
3 that, but obviously this government does not. 

Would the minister care to comment on his approach 
d that of the Minister of Revenue, his seatmate, who are 
ing to Ottawa, cap in hand, presumably trying to get 
me of that extra money that is accruing to the federal 
easury and in that regard being prepared not only to 
get their rejection of the GST, but apparently to participate 
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in it in some way that is rather vague and strange now, but 
apparently a part of emerging government policy? 

Hon Mr Pilkey: The member will forgive me. I was 
interrupted when his question was coming forward and | 
am not sure I understood the total context of it. But I 
understood the concern being raised, that the federal gov- 
ernment has collected some $400 million in excess of its 
projections with respect to the goods and services tax, al- 
though I believe Mr Mazankowski indicated that he was 
not prepared to turn any of that back into the economy, that 
he wanted to wait until the balance of the year to see 
whether this was not just some temporary aberration and 
to see whether this would not even out. 

I would join the Leader of the Opposition in encourag- 
ing the federal government to return some of those over- 
collected taxes back to the people of Ontario, and in fact 
the people of Canada, to help buoy up the economy and to 
encourage additional spending. 


VISITOR 


Mr Martin: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I rise to 
ask this House this afternoon to reflect for a moment on 
how fortunate we are in this country to be able to speak 
out, organize and run for public life without threat to our 
person or family. 

I met this morning with Jorge Morales, past secretary- 
general of ANDES, the teachers’ union of El Salvador. He 
is with us in the members’ gallery this afternoon. I hold 
him and his colleagues up to you today as people of great 
courage and commitment. 


Mrs Marland: I would think by now you would 
know what a point of order is. 


Mr Scott: Does this guy understand we are in ques- 
tion period? 

The Speaker: One moment. First, I beg the’ indul- 
gence of the House for a moment. You will note two 
things: first, that it is not possible for the Speaker to know 
what particular item is being raised as a point of order until 
the Speaker hears it; and second, noting that it would not 
likely be a point of order, I stopped the clock. We will add 
30 seconds back on to the clock and go back to our regular 
business. I did keep an eye on how much time was being 
utilized, and the 30 seconds recoups the time. 


Mr Elston: Just on that point, Mr Speaker: It is quite 
clear that the rules state that we are not to use points of 
order to introduce guests. This is a very important guest 
and we appreciate his presence. It should have been done, 
however, at a time immediately prior. That having been 
taken into consideration by all the members here, it should 
be clear that you are not supposed to do that and it should 
not happen again. There should be some request made, I 
think, to deal with people who decide they are going to 
breach the standing orders. Perhaps you would look into 
that, Mr Speaker. 

Interjections. 

The Speaker: Order. This is a chamber without air- 
conditioning, and hence many members are causing the 
temperature to rise. If members would relax for a moment, 
I can address the point of order raised by the member for 
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Bruce. He indeed raises a valid point of order, and I would 
draw to the attention of all members that we do have a 
certain procedure with respect to introducing special 
guests and visitors. I would really appreciate it if all mem- 
bers could maintain that precedent. 

Interjections. 


The Speaker: I am sure that all of this discussion is 
quite impressive to somebody. 


An hon member: Not you, right? 


The Speaker: Not me, and not likely our visitors. May 
we proceed? I think we are ready for a leadoff question 
from the third party. 
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VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 


Mr Carr: My question is to the Minister of Correc- 
tional Services, who is also the Solicitor General. He will 
have read with horror one of the daily papers today, and I 
will read him some of the story: 

“Two women have been viciously beaten by men pre- 
viously jailed for assaulting them, Metro police say. ”A 
man on an unescorted temporary pass while serving a six- 
month sentence for assaulting a woman in April beat her 
again...police say.“ 

In the throne speech of November, on page 9, the 
minister’s government said, “We will deal resolutely with 
violence against women and children.” My question is 
very simple. What is the minister going to do to eliminate 
incidents like this in Ontario? 

Hon Mr Farnan: I was just informed a little while 
ago that the parolee who was referred to in the article was 
not in fact granted parole and was in the Guelph Correc- 
tional Centre at the time of the beating and is no longer a 
suspect. The police continue to investigate. 


Mr Carr: The problem we have is, of course, they 
talked about two incidents. Those are the circumstances 
we have. We are talking about two incidents. 

In the throne speech, this government said it would 
deal with violence resolutely. The fact is, regardless of 
who did it, there has been violence committed against 
women, disgusting violence is being committed, and as the 
Solicitor General, he is responsible for that. 

During the speech by the acting minister responsible 
for women’s issues, she said: “Clearly many women are 
not safe in our own homes or on the streets of the commu- 
nities. The situation is urgent and demands constant atten- 
tion by all public policymakers.” 

When is the government going to bring in some legis- 
lation that is going to end this mindless, senseless violence 
against women in Ontario? 


Hon Mr Farnan: There is so much in the member’s 
statement, but let me first say that if he is talking about the 
temporary absence program, the first fundamental of a 
temporary absence program is public safety. At the same 
time, we do attempt to have programs that are designed to 
rehabilitate. 

Let me educate the critic for a moment. This program 
was introduced, by the way, by the Conservatives way 
back under Larry Grossman. It has been a program that 


has been defended by Frank Drea, Gordon Walker anc 
Larry Grossman. | 

Before an individual is released, certainly it has to by 
adjudged by psychologists, psychiatrists, social worker 
and correctional case managers. For 17 years, Conserva 
tives have worked with this program. For five years, Liber, 
als have worked with this program. For eight months, Ney 
Democrats have worked with the program. 

For the supplementary, I will reserve some of the addi 
tional information about this particular program for thi 
member. | 


Mr Carr: On 10 April my colleague talked about a 
issue where a sexual assault individual who had raped ¢ 
12-year-old was put back out on the street. On 10 April wi 
raised that issue. To date nothing is being done. 

The violence being perpetrated against women, regard) 
less of who does it, has got to stop in this province. I askec 
the Solicitor General earlier—and I do not want to hea 
what has gone on in the past—what they are doing, ac! 
cording to this throne speech, to resolutely deal with vio! 
lence against women and children in the province. Wha 
are they going to do, what concrete steps are they going t 
bring in in the province so this does not happen, so thé 
scum perpetrating crimes like this do not continue on it 
Ontario? 


Hon Mr Farnan: The member really should decid 
who he wants to address his question to, but I will answe: 
his question. 

In terms of violence against women, I want to take thi 
opportunity— 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


Hon Mr Farnan: I wish to take this opportunity tc 
express, I believe, on behalf of myself, and probably al) 
members of this House, the extraordinary leadership tha 
has been demonstrated by the minister responsible foi 
women’s issues in Ontario. 

There has been an extraordinary increase in funding fo 
crisis shelters, for victims’ services. The expansion it 


funding in this particular year I would say goes beyonc 
anything that has been experienced under either of the twc 
previous administrations. Women in Ontario are certainly 
much more of a priority with New Democrats than they 


have ever been under Liberals or Conservatives. 
Mr Jackson: It was these socialists who blocked the 

victims’ bill of rights from going to the standing commit: 

tee on administration of justice. That is their commitment. 


Mr Mills: That’s a lie. 


The Speaker: The member for Durham East will take 
his seat, please. 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. No, the Speaker is not aa 
comments on anyone’s tie. The member for Durham East. | 


Mr Mills: Mr Speaker, I am extremely upset, when ii 
went to the standing committee on administration of j Jus: 
tice and they walked out. 


Interjections. 
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The Speaker: Order. The member for Durham East, 
e normal procedure in the chamber— 


Interjection. 


The Speaker: Order. The normal procedure in the 
amber is to simply say, “I withdraw the remark.” I have 
tt heard that yet. 


Mr Mills: I withdraw. 


CHILD CARE 


Mr Jackson: My question is to the Minister of Com- 
unity and Social Services. There were about 500 child 
re workers and parents present today to bring to her 
tention concerns they have about her government’s dis- 
iminatory policies against day care centres in this prov- 
ce, approximately 40% of all the day care provided in 
is province. 

The minister has indicated her preference and her 
vernment’s preference, but she said to a question in the 
anding committee on estimates on 12 February, recorded 
Hansard, that her government was committed to estab- 
hing a fund to assist private centres to convert to private, 
mn-profit centres. That is a matter of record. When I 
ked the Treasurer on 18 March about the existence of 
is fund, he was not only confused, he then clarified that 
did not exist. The only financial commitment she had 
ade was for the bump funding for pay equity for the 
n-profit private centres in this province. For the benefit 
the House and those present here, which minister of her 
ernment was telling the truth about the existence of this 
nd? : 

Hon Ms Akande: I might report to this House that the 
inisters of this government tell the truth. We have, of 
urse, always used the program development fund as a 
mversion fund. Those funds have been used by approxi- 
ately 32 for-profit facilities to convert to non-profit facil- 
es in the past, and those funds will continue to be used 
at way for those for-profit child care facilities that re- 
lest to convert to non-profit. 


Mr Jackson: In fact, no dollars actually transferred to 
ese centres as a result of their conversion. What has 
ippened is that she is simply lucky if she can even get 
meone to answer the phone in her ministry with respect 
these conversions. As the member for Brant-Haldimand 
troduced to the House—I have the same list—dozens 
yon dozens of centres are closing and they are closing 
cause of her government’s policies of expropriation 
ithout any form of compensation. 

It has been stated by her ministry staff that her govern- 
ent is planning to take the subsidized spaces in private, 
t-profit centres, remove them and hand them over to the 
m-profit sector. This will cause the bankruptcies of at 
ast 75 to 100 centres immediately. I would like to ask the 
inister this question: Will the minister confirm to this 
ouse that she is planning to proceed with that plan at this 
ne? 

Hon Ms Akande: There is no decision by the govern- 
ent in place at this time to change the subsidies from 
t-profit to non-profit centres or to eliminate the subsidies 
om the for-profit. No direction of that type has been 


given by this government. No direction has been given to 
my ministry staff to make such a statement. 
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Mr Jackson: It seems that we are getting one answer 
from the ministry, one answer from the Treasurer and en- 
tirely different answers from the minister responsible. We 
have documented calls of civil service staff who have indi- 
cated the communities in which these centres will be trans- 
ferred, and the specific centres have been mentioned. 

Perhaps they are not telling the minister what is going 
on, but when she asserts that her government has no inten- 
tions of putting these centres out of business—I would 
have her know that Friday in the city of Kitchener, Angels 
Day Care Centre closed. They applied a month ago for 
support and assistance in the conversion and were flatly 
turned down by her ministry. Staff have been laid off; no 
Seniority is being respected. The fact is that the minister 
refused to meet with these private operators and the work- 
ers they represent. 

I have on my table 16,000 petitions, from every riding 
in this province, asking her government to cancel its dis- 
criminatory policies, stop discriminating against the 8,000 
workers in this province, stop discriminating against the 
85% of operators of day care centres who are women, who 
are losing their businesses, their life investment and in 
many cases putting their own personal home security at 
risk because of this government’s policy. When will the 
minister reverse her policy? When will she sit down and 
listen to these operators to realize the devastation her poli- 
cies are having? 


Hon Ms Akande: Those are a number of questions 
and I will try to answer them all. One very important ideal 
is that when I want the correct information, I always go to 
the source. I cannot emphasize this much more directly 
than I am. What I have actually said is that this govern- 
ment has not given the bureaucrats any direction to change 
the subsidy from the for-profit sector to the non-profit. 

In relation to the people at the child care centre to 
which the member refers, they refused to discuss unless 
we were willing to meet a certain dollar factor, which 
would indeed be considered unreasonable. As a matter of 
fact we monitored them, offered our services and provided 
appropriate care for the children, which is our primary and 
ultimate concern. 


LONG-TERM CARE 


Mrs McLeod: I also have a question for the Minister 
of Community and Social Services. The minister indicated 
yesterday in her statement on long-term care reform that 
the government would move to match financial support to 
the actual care requirements of residents in homes for the 
aged and nursing homes. I ask the minister to advise us 
when this levels-of-care funding will be implemented, 
given the fact that the-consultation paper is not yet released 
and the consultation is not to begin until the fall? 


Hon Ms Akande: We have been monitoring the needs 
in that particular sector. We have begun to move, in partic- 
ular municipalities and with particular groups, to rescue ser- 
vices in those areas. In response directly to the levels-of-care 
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question, we are doing it. We have recognized our respon- 
sibility to maintain the system while we effect changes. 
We are doing it in this fashion in order not to initiate new 
beds where they are not necessary. 


Mrs McLeod: This is no longer a question of main- 
taining the existing system. The existing system is in a 
state of crisis. Surely the minister will be aware that under 
the long-term care reform plans tabled by the previous 
government a year ago, it was intended to implement 
multilevel care funding by January 1992. I trust the minis- 
ter is also aware that the Ontario Nursing Home Associa- 
tion has made a decision to cut its staff for nursing home 
residents in October if levels-of-care funding is not in 
place. 

While the minister and her colleagues have spent this 
lost year debating ideologies, a crisis has built to a propor- 
tion where ultimatums are being issued. I ask the minister, 
since she is the lead minister for long-term care reform, to 
describe what she can do to protect the service now offered 
to residents in nursing homes, and whether she can provide 
us with a detailed implementation plan and a timetable for 
her long-term care initiatives. 


Hon Ms Akande: It surprises me and concerns me, 
the degree to which the member responds to the crisis 
situation, which has been allowed to build over several 
years. We have inherited a crisis, and it is in relation to that 
crisis and in a manner appropriate to it that we are address- 
ing it. We are addressing it by municipality. We are ad- 
dressing it in relation to need and are responding through 
area offices in an appropriate way to ensure the levels of 
care. We have met and will continue to meet with those 
people. 


HOCKEY FRANCHISE 


Mr Sterling: My question is to the Minister of Tour- 
ism and Recreation. The minister may have heard my 
question yesterday regarding the Ottawa Senators national 
league franchise which they have been awarded for the 
1992 season. He may also be aware that the Minister of 
Agriculture and Food is in opposition to the site for the 
Palladium in the city of Kanata, which I represent. How- 
ever, if that arena site is approved, and I truly believe it is 
going to be approved, in spite of the interventions of the 
Minister of Agriculture, I wonder whether the Minister of 
Tourism would express his support for the Ottawa Sena- 
tors here today. 


Hon Mr North: The Ministry of Tourism and Recre- 
ation is very interested in any recreational sports body in 
this province. I am not in a position to support any profes- 
sional sports organization within the province in this manner. 


Mr Sterling: I am absolutely amazed that the Minister 
of Tourism and Recreation for this province is unwilling to 
support probably the major tourist attraction in Ottawa- 
Carleton. It leads me to the conclusion that this minister 
should resign if he is unwilling to support the Ottawa- 
Carleton area. 

The Ministry of Agriculture and Food is spending 
somewhere between $1 million and $2 million of Ontario 
taxpayers’ money to oppose the Ottawa Senators building 


in the city of Kanata. Can the Minister of Tourism tell mi 
he is not willing to put in one cent, or even reply to my 
request that he will send an official of his ministry to thi 
hearings to speak positively about the tourist impact it wil 
have in the Ottawa-Carleton area? Is he not willing to dé 
even that, in spite of the fact that the other minister ij 
spending $1 million to $2 million to oppose the Ota 
Senators in eastern Ontario? 


Hon Mr North: I am sure the honourable member of 
the other side of the House is well aware that this is i 
front of the Ontario Municipal Board and I am not in ; 
very good position to speak on it at this time. . 


| 
RETAIL STORE HOURS ! 


Mr Morrow: I have a question for the Minister 0 
Labour about the recently announced protection for retai 
workers. I have had several people in my riding ask mi 
whether employees working in retail stores, including non’ 
sales workers, managers and security guards, were covere( 
by these announced amendments to the Employment oi 
dards Act. 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: I want to thank the member fo 
his question—it is a valid one—and let him and his con 
stituents know that all employees working in retail stores 
whether full- or part-time, have the right to refuse Sunday 
and holiday work and have an additional 36 hours provided, | 


Mr Curling: My question is to the minister of Sunday 
shopping. Recently, his government stated and explaine 
the tourism criteria: “It will ensure consistency and fair 
ness through the mandatory application of a province-wid 
standard.” When we look at the different public opinion: 
regarding the impact of tourist criteria, we will see tha 
these criteria will be anything but consistent and fair. Fo 
example, the mayor of Windsor feels the guidelines woul« 
allow the whole city to open. Officials in Ottawa feel tha 
local shopping malls will meet the criteria. Citizens fo 
Public Justice, a coalition of groups opposing Sunday 
shopping, argues that the criteria will close most retail es’ 
tablishments on Sundays and other holidays. Other inter 
ested parties are unable to figure out what the real impay 
of the tourist criteria will be. 

Can the Solicitor General tell the Legislature how he 


“expects to develop consistency and fairness in regard tc 


holiday shopping if municipalities responsible for imple: 
menting these guidelines cannot agree on what they mean? 
1500 


Hon Mr Farnan: I am very proud of the legislatiot 
that we have brought forward, for two reasons. First of all 
the principles that are enshrined in the legislation are prin: 
ciples that we can all stand by and that we are all proud of. 

The member, in posing his question, is quite right. One 
of those principles is to provide a sense of balance anc 
uniformity both in application and enforcement across the 
province. That is why this government, unlike the Conser: 
vatives of the past, unlike the Liberals of the past—Con' 
servatives who refused to define what tourism was an¢ 
Liberals who washed their hands of the issue—has coura: 
geously said: “Here is the definition. Here are the provincia 
guidelines.” This is how we will get that kind of uniformity. © 


| 
| 


| Mr Curling: The Solicitor General has stated that this 
gislation is bold and is balanced and about the delicate 
ilance that he has. He is so proud of this legislation that 
a Focus Ontario, he could defend it in this way: he agreed 
iat the legislation will not protect the rights of workers. It 
as come to our attention now that his government is in the 
\idst of privately developing special guidelines to under- 
and this legislation he put forward. He wanted to help to 
iterpret the tourism criteria announced last week. 

_ What this amounts to is really guidelines upon guide- 
nes. It clearly illustrates the government’s lack of confi- 
ence in the tourism criteria. Today, given the 
overnment’s inability to provide clear guidelines that will 
rovide a consistent and fair tourist exemption system, we 
re once again hearing from the Solicitor General. We are 
oing to ask him again, as I asked recently, will he with- 
raw his legislation or at least explain why it is necessary 
yr him to have guidelines upon guidelines if he is so 
onfident that his legislation will work? 


Hon Mr Farnan: It seems so obvious that if, as the 
iberals did, the provincial government simply washed its 
ands of the issue and said, “Look, we don’t want respon- 
ibility; push it off to the municipalities and that is it,” that 
ould be irresponsible. Compare that to the very sound 
pproach being taken by this government in developing 
rovincial guidelines that can be applied by the municipal- 
ies, so that where there are legitimate tourist options— 
nd I stress legitimate tourist options—they can be 
pplied. 

I am proud of the legislation. I am proud to carry it in 
iis House, and this government is proud to bring it to the 
eople of Ontario. 


SCHOOL TRANSFER 


Mrs Cunningham: I have a question for the Minister 
f Education. I was relieved to see that she approved the 
ssex county school accommodation agreement on Mon- 
ay so that the people of Essex county can finally get on 
jith their lives. However, we are somewhat surprised that 
er ministry will provide funds to the Essex County 
‘oman Catholic Separate School Board to build two 
chools. 

In 1989, former Minister of Education Chris Ward allo- 
ated money to build those two new schools, St Thomas of 
Allanova and Cardinal Carter, for $22 million. This gov- 
mment decided to intervene in January with the position 
lat no provincial dollars would be allocated to build a 
ew school while underenrolment existed in the public 
ystem. The Minister of Housing was quoted many times 
s saying, “The ministry made it fairly clear that building 
ew schools is not an option.” 


Since the government’s intervention, Essex county has 
een in turmoil, with angry protests, vandalism and, re- 
rettably, the fire-bombing of a church. After all the crisis 
n Essex county in the last six months, the province will 
till build two new schools, as it intended to do back in 
989. Can the minister justify her decision to intervene last 
anuary, and does she feel responsible for the recent strife 
n Essex county? 
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Hon Mrs Boyd: As I have said a number of times in 
this House, we did not take away the option of building 
those two schools. The location that had been decided on 
by the Roman Catholic school board for that school was 
challenged by citizens before the Ontario Municipal 
Board. The OMB ruled against the site of the school, and 
the court upheld that ruling in the late fall of 1990. At the 
same time, the two school boards cancelled the agreement 
to share General Amherst District High School between 
the students of Villanova and General Amherst. That put 
the situation into a crisis, and that is the point at which we 
intervened. We never took the option of two schools off 
the table. What we said was that since that had been 
blocked by the OMB, we hoped the two boards would 
look at other options, given the drop in enrolment in the 
public system. 

It is quite clear to the people of Ontario that both 
boards worked very hard over these months to try to come 
to a solution that would meet the needs in the locale, which 
was what we had requested: that they would work together 
to ensure the students of Villanova had a school on 1 Sep- 
tember 1991 and that a resolution that would last in Essex 
county would be reached. We believe this has happened. 
The Roman Catholic school board has decided to sign off 
on its Bill 30 rights and the ministry has received a com- 
mitment from the public school board to study the space 
surplus. 


Mrs Cunningham: I cannot respond to the agreement 
because I have not seen it, so I do not know what kind of a 
precedent this agreement will make. But I will repeat my 
earlier statement that the minister said one thing and the 
Minister of Housing said something else—and it was very, 
very confusing for the committee—in stating that the min- 
istry had made it fairly clear that building new schools was 
not an option. That was not a very clear message to the 
community. 

On 3 April, I asked the minister whether she intended 
to rule in accordance with clause 136v(2)(d) of the Educa- 
tion Act, and I will repeat it: “...in a community that has 
only one secondary school operated by the public board, 
that the secondary school will continue to be operated by 
the public board...unless the public board decides otherwise.” 
Of course, General Amherst did clearly fit that description. 


During the extensive hearings on Bill 30 and Bill 85, 
Richard Johnston, the former NDP critic, repeatedly 
stressed that in single-school communities, single schools 
have to be maintained. For the record, given that single- 
school-community clause in the Education Act and her 
party’s long-standing policy, I have to ask the minister 
again, why did she feel it necessary to intervene with the 
mixed messages from her colleague in Essex county? 


Hon Mrs Boyd: I have explained why we intervened, 
and I do not intend to repeat that. From our point of view, 
it had nothing to do with the situation of community 


‘schools. The act is clear. The resolution is clear around 


community schools: “unless the board agrees.” The board 
had agreed in one of the agreements that was reached, and 
reconsidered when there was such a loud outcry from the 
citizens in Essex county. Indeed, they were encouraged by 
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their coterminous board to reject the agreement that was 
reached on 27 April. We maintain our position, which is 
consistent with that act: that unless a board agrees, the 
clause that affects community schools in single-school 
communities obviously comes into place. 


1510 
CAPITAL FUNDING FOR SCHOOLS 


Mr Huget: My question is also for the Minister of 
Education. Recently the minister announced a $50-million 
fund for the multi-use of schools. School boards, I am 
sure, welcomed that announcement, and many are likely 
curious as to how they could access that very important 
fund. Could the minister please clarify to the House how 
school boards in this province can access the multi-use 
fund? 


Hon Mrs Boyd: A number of school boards, in their 
capital forecasts, had indicated a desire to do work either 
with a coterminous school board or with a college or a 
community service. There was no leeway within the fund- 
ing formula from the Ministry of Education to provide the 
capital dollars for either renovation or building to facilitate 
that. 

What we are saying, given our strong commitment to 
interministerial co-operation around the use of community 
resources, is that we will develop the criteria. Those 
boards that have projects ready are already known to us. 
Those that do not will be given those criteria and will be 
able to apply under that part of the grants. 


DEVELOPMENT IN EASTERN ONTARIO 


Mrs Y. O’Neill: My question is to the Minister of 
Industry, Trade and Technology. Under the former govern- 
ment, the Eastern Ontario Development Corp played a 
major role in encouraging the establishment of new busi- 
nesses in eastern Ontario and in helping existing busi- 
nesses to become more competitive. Yesterday I was with 
the Liberal budget tour in Kingston, where we heard a 
presentation from the Kingston area development commis- 
sion. The commissioner who presented this to us was very 
upset that the NDP government had eliminated interest 
incentives for loans and guarantees under EODC aassis- 
tance. This was done without consultation and with no 
notice. 

We have heard the NDP say it has increased the pro- 
vincial deficit to fight the recession. Will the minister 
please explain how this cutback in Eastern Ontario Devel- 
opment Corp assistance and funding will help the battered 
economy of eastern Ontario? 


Hon Mr Pilkey: The action was taken as a result of 
the considerations of the budget, which as members oppo- 
site will recognize was already too high from their per- 
spective. Interest incentives were deleted so that the 
number of dollars we had available for loans to companies 
in eastern Ontario, and in fact throughout the province, 
would not be reduced. 

I will say, and I do hope it lends some comfort, that if 
there are examples in the Eastern Ontario Development 
Corp area where loans would be helpful, we still are prepared, 


on an individual, case-by-case basis where we deem i 
appropriate, to make that accommodation. a 


Mrs Y. O’Neill: I really do think the people on th 
front lines—and these are government agencies, boar 
and commissions that I am talking about—would know! 
what is going on here in Toronto. That is good news. Bu 
the people who are administering this certainly do no} 
know that. 

The minister will know that eastern Ontario does no 
have the same financial and economic base as the GTA’ 
Support programs from the province are very important te 
these communities. They are trying to get new economic | 
development to fight the recession in Ontario. The Kings 
ton area development commission continues to work hard 
to find new business opportunities for this region. The 
minister knows that the Kingston area in particular mus 
compete with the strong incentive programs of both Que- 
bec and the northeastern United States. 

Why has the minister decided to take away these inter- 
est incentive loans? The budget was passed on 29 April) 
and he is informing the House of this development today, 
What new measures has he taken to help the groups? I 
would ask him to be very specific, because these people 
want to know how they can help build Ontario and specif- 
ically eastern Ontario. | 


Hon Mr Pilkey: As I indicated, the alteration was not 
a significant one. We would be pleased to provide the! 
member with a list of all the companies that have been 
assisted by the Eastern Ontario Development Corp—as a! 
matter of fact, the countless number of companies 
throughout Ontario that the Ontario Development Corp 
has assisted. The number is significant and the dollars ist) 
vested are equally significant. / 

As I indicated, it was our hope to maintain, through the 
budget process, an amount of money so that loans would 
not have to be reduced or that fewer people would be 
rejected in terms of requests, and we have been successful! 
in maintaining that amount. In terms of an adjustment, the’ 
incentive portion of it had to be adjusted. It was done, but I’ 
reiterate to the member, if there are individual circum-! 
stances where interest incentives will make the difference’ 
on a particular deal, we will bend the rule and make that 
exception. | 


— << ——=— 


WATER QUALITY 


Mr J. Wilson: My question is for the Minister of 
Tourism and Recreation. Today I have an easy question for 
the minister, and I would appreciate a complete response. 

The minister would be aware that the Ministry of the: 
Environment is amending regulations 305 and 310 of the 
Environmental Protection Act by changing the definition 
of sewage to include grey water as well as black water on 
boats. What is he doing, in his capacity as minister, to 
mitigate the obvious tourism impact that this legislation 
will have? 


Hon Mr North: I would like to refer the question to 
the Minister of the Environment. 


Hon Mrs Grier: I am not sure I can comment on the 
impact on tourism and recreation other than to indicate that 


:ople who are tourists and who wish to use the lakes for 
creation are extremely concerned about the quality of the 
ater. Many of the requests for us to look at the impact of 
sats that discharge grey water, as opposed to their sewage 
ater, which now has to be contained, come from other 
yaters, come from cottagers, come from people who wish 

enjoy the waterways of this province, and who wish to 
) their part to make sure those waterways have improved 
ater quality in the future. 


Mr J. Wilson: I am extremely disappointed that once 
sain the Minister of Tourism and Recreation has demon- 
rated that he does not know anything about his portfolio. 
have yet, as critic for the Ontario PCs, to get any answer 
it of this minister in question after question, and we saw 
again in my colleague’s question regarding the Ottawa 
snators today. He does not know what he is doing. He 
ally should resign. 

None the less, he has referred it to the Minister of the 
nvironment, and I would say to the Minister of the Envi- 
mment that in a letter of this May from the Ontario Ma- 
na Operators Association that was sent to the Minister of 
urism and Recreation, the association points out that the 
st benefit to tourism of overnight transient boating in 
ntario is about $145 million a year, a substantial amount 
“money coming into the province from transient boating. 
is clear the OMOA believes that the government—and I 
ypreciate pointing out to the Minister of the Environment 
e belief out there, certainly from the marina operators— 
going to move ahead with the grey water regulations 
gardless of what the Minister of the Environment hears 
the current consultation process. The marina operators 
k that the government negotiate with neighbouring Great 
akes jurisdictions to pressure them to adopt similar grey 
ater legislation. 

I want to know from the Minister of the Environment if 
day she will make the commitment to this Legislature 
at she will negotiate with those jurisdictions that border 
ntario to lessen the effect of her grey water regulations 
1 the tourism industry. It is an extremely important ques- 
yn. Will the minister give us that commitment today that 
ie will undertake those negotiations? 


Hon Mrs Grier: Let me start by saying to the mem- 
st that I completely reject the preamble to his question 
id the unfair comments that he has made about my col- 
ague the Minister of Tourism and Recreation. I think it is 
itirely appropriate that a question relating to a proposed 
gulation from the Ministry of the Environment be an- 
vered by the Minister of the Environment, and I am very 
ippy to give that answer. 

The regulation concerning the requirement that boats in 
ntario waters be required to contain their grey water in a 
ding tank was sent out for discussion and consultation, 
id an indication that we were intending to move forward 
ot this summer, but next summer, the summer beyond 
at with that regulation. 

We have received, as the member has said, a lot of 
tters back, some very much in favour of what we are 
ding, some very concerned about the implications of it, 
1d some with some very good points to make about, perhaps, 
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suggestions such as the member has raised, or other modi- 
fications to the regulation. Let me assure the member that 
we are reviewing all of the submissions we have received. 
We are looking at all of the ideas and the suggestions that 
have come forward, and I will be happy to share our con- 
clusions on that when they have been arrived at. 


1520 
SOCIAL WORKERS 


Mr Fletcher: My question is for the Minister of Com- 
munity and Social Services. I met recently with a delega- 
tion of social work professionals in my office to listen to 
their presentation regarding legislation governing those 
working in the social services. The question of this legisla- 
tion is one that had been left unanswered by the previous 
government. In fact, the only time the previous govern- 
ment did anything is when the New Democrats were call- 
ing the shots..My question is whether the Minister of 
Community and Social Services intends to move in this 
area. 


Hon Ms Akande: We have already begun to meet 
with many of the social workers and those people who are 
involved in social services. Let me come to some conclu- 
sion around this particular issue. Let me paint for the 
member the context in which this question exists. 

There are three groups that are concerned about this 
legislation: social workers who are graduates of university, 
social service workers from the community colleges, and 
cultural groups that have counsellors who have filled the 
void when actual graduates have not existed. All three of 
those groups are to be covered somehow under some legis- 
lation. It is the direction of this particular government to 
come to some decisive end about what we will do with 
that. 


LANDFILL SITE 


Mr Offer: I have a question to the Minister of the 
Environment with respect to the Britannia landfill site in 
my riding. As the minister knows, this site is going to be at 
capacity in the very near future. One option that she has 
before her is to expand the site under her emergency pow- 
ers. To date, I have over 1,000 petitions by residents 
around the site that are calling for the minister not to ex- 
pand the site under her emergency powers without a full 
environmental assessment hearing process. 

My question is really of a two-part nature. First, will 
the minister do at least this by acknowledging that this is 
in fact one such option, as has already been indicated; and 
second, will she commit to the people of Mississauga 
North and, indeed, of the region of Peel that she will not 
exercise that emergency power—expanding the Britannia 
landfill site without a full environmental assessment hear- 
ing process? 

Hon Mrs Grier: Let me tell the member, as I have so 
often told the members of this House, that there will be no 
long-term site for waste within the GTA or, in fact, any- 
where, without a full environmental assessment. But as I 
have indicated on many occasions to the member, we may 
well find ourselves faced, as a result of the lack of plan- 
ning and the lack of preparation that we inherited, with a 
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short-term period in which the long-term sites will not be 
ready and we will run out of capacity in existing sites. 

But I am very glad to be able to share with the House 
the news that, while the Britannia landfill site to which the 
member refers was expected to be filled early this summer, 
as a result of the very real efforts that have been made by 
the people in the region of Peel and the city of Mississauga 
the site will now be extended in its existing approval until 
March 1992. I know the very real concerns that the people 
around that site have about its future, but I have to say that 
in an emergency it is obviously one of the sites I would 
have to look at if we ran out of capacity within the GTA. 


Mr Sorbara: I say to the Minister of the Environ- 
ment, whose term as minister is quickly becoming an un- 
mitigated disaster, that if there was no long-term planning 
going on when she assumed her responsibilities, there was 
no long-term planning when the now Premier, the then 
Leader of the Opposition, stood at the edge of the Keele 
Valley landfill site, along with the NDP candidate, and said 
to the people of my riding that there would be no expan- 
sion, short-term or long-term, of that facility without a full 
environmental assessment. 

He made that commitment to the people of my riding, 
and I want to tell my friend the Minister of the Environ- 
ment that many people voted for the NDP candidate on the 
basis of that promise alone, and now I have thousands of 
petitions to present to the minister from those very people 
who want the Minister of the Environment to keep her 
promise. 

Now I ask her, on behalf of the people in my riding, 
would she simply give us a commitment in this House that 
she will keep the word of the now Premier that Keele 
Valley will not be expanded, even for a short term, without 
an environmental assessment? Would she do that? 


Hon Mrs Grier: I think, as the member well knows, 
at the time in which the statement that he refers to was 
made, and when he says, quite properly, no long-term 
planning had been undertaken, there was a very real fear 
on the part of the people in his community that the Keele 
Valley site would in fact become the long-term site for 
waste disposal within the GTA and there might not be an 
environmental assessment. 

I repeat to him, as I repeated to his colleague, that a 
long-term landfill capacity will not be approved without an 
environmental assessment process, but, as I have said on 
many occasions, it is my responsibility to make sure that 
there is capacity until we find ourselves those long-term 
sites. We are doing that by waste reduction and aggressive 
waste diversion, which people all across the GTA are co- 
operatively participating in. But it is my responsibility to 
make sure that we have capacity, and if that takes an emer- 
gency power, then that is what I, reluctantly, will have to 
do. 


PETITIONS 


SOCIAL SERVICES 


Mrs McLeod: I have a petition from the Ontario As- 
sociation of Professional Social Workers addressed to the 
Legislature of Ontario, which reads as follows: 
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“The undersigned demand that the Rae government act 
immediately to introduce a social work act for Ontario) 
Without this urgently needed legislation, every member of} 
the public in Ontario, including those most vulnerable and 
disenfranchised, remains at enormous and unnecessary, 
risk. Building a strong Ontario for tomorrow is dependent 
on protecting the children and families of today.” 

I share the sentiment of the petition. I have affixed my| 
signature to it. 


CHILD CARE | 

Mrs Marland: I have a petition to the Honourable 
Minister of Community and Social Services and the gov- 
ernment of Ontario: 

“We, the undersigned, request that the minister take 
action immediately to rectify the further salary inequity 
announced January 31, 1991, for early childhood educa- 
tors. We believe that the principles of freedom of choice, 
pay equity and non-discrimination form the backbone of 
our democratic society. Furthermore, parents must rea 
the right to select the day care of their choice.” 

This contains 68 signatures and I am very happy to 
attach my own signature to it. 


ONTARIO SCHOLARSHIP AWARD 


Mr Wessenger: Pursuant to standing order 35, I have 
a petition signed by 126 secondary school students in my, 
riding asking the Minister of Education to rescind the deci- 
sion with respect to this year’s eligible graduating students 
to withdraw the Ontario Scholarship Award program. | 


| 
LANDFILL SITE 


Mr Sorbara: I have a rather long petition signed by 
several thousand people. I just want to get the text of the 
document. Mr Speaker, if there is someone else who wants 
to do a petition, I will just take a moment, if I could. | 


The Speaker: Petitions? Does anyone else have a pe- 
tition? We will wait for the member for York Centre. ! 

Mr Sorbara: I will dispense with the full text. I have’ 
here several thousand petitions from the residents of York 
region, from every corner of York region, addressed to the 
Minister of the Environment in the form of a letter. I also 
have a petition here signed by several hundred people who 
attended a demonstration opposing the expansion of the 
Keele Valley landfill site. 

I note these petitions were gathered over the past 
month or so and they represent the anger of the people of 
York region about the possibility that the Minister of the 
Environment would consider expanding the Keele. Valley 
landfill site without a full environmental assessment, 
which would be consistent with the promise the Prema 
made during the last election campaign. 

I will send these over. 


1530 


| 


REPORTS BY COMMITTEES 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON 
GOVERNMENT AGENCIES 
Mr Runciman from the standing committee on gov- 
ernment agencies presented the committee’s 10th report 
and moved its adoption. 
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_ Mr Runciman: This is our 10th report. Obviously, we 
‘e the busiest committee in this Legislature, and perhaps 
i the Legislature’s history. 

- The Speaker: Pursuant to standing order 104(g)(14), 
1e report is deemed to be adopted by the House. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON REGULATIONS 
~ AND PRIVATE BILLS 

Mr Hansen from the standing committee on regula- 
ons and private bills presented the committee’s report 
ad moved its adoption. . 

Your committee begs to report the following bills with 
ut amendment: 

Bill Pr11, An Act to revive The Big Sisters Organiza- 
on of The Regional Municipality of Sudbury; 

Bill Pr13, An Act respecting South Ottawa Services 
oundation, Inc; 

Bill Pr69, An Act to revive The May Court Club of 
dakville; 

Bill Pr71, An Act respecting The London Foundation. 

Your committee recommends that Bill Pr46, An Act 
sspecting the Wolfe Consortium for Advanced Studies 
1c, be not reported, and your committee further recom- 
1ends that the following bills be not reported, they having 
een withdrawn by the applicant: 

Bill Pr35, An Act respecting the City of Toronto; 

Bill Pr64, An Act respecting the City of Toronto. 

Your committee further recommends that the fees and 
1¢ actual cost of printing at all stages and in the annual 
fatutes be remitted on the following bills: 

Bill Pr11, An Act to revive The Big Sisters Organiza- 
on of The Regional Municipality of Sudbury; 

Bill Pr13, An Act respecting South Ottawa Services 
oundation, Inc; 

Bill Pr46, An Act respecting the Wolfe Consortium for 
.dvanced Studies Inc; 

Bill Pr69, An Act to revive The May Court Club of 
lakville; 

Bill Pr71, An Act respecting The London Foundation. 


Motion agreed to. 
ORDERS OF THE DAY 
POLICE SERVICES AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 


LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI 
SUR LES SERVICES POLICIERS 
Mr Hampton moved second reading of Bill 66, An Act 
) amend the Police Services Act, 1990. 
M. Hampton propose la deuxiéme lecture du projet de 
i 66, Loi portant modification de la Loi de 1990 sur les 
ervices policiers. 


Hon Mr Hampton: The purpose of this bill is 
traightforward. Under the system we have for dealing 
jith police complaints, boards of inquiry are heard by 
idividuals appointed by order in council for a fixed period 
f time. It can often happen that a panel member starts a 
oard of inquiry within the term of his or her appointment, 
ut the board continues, generally because of adjourn- 
1ents, after the term of appointment has expired. 


The Police Services Act remedies this problem by 
making it clear that a panel member continues in office 
after the expiry of his or her term for the purpose of finish- 
ing any boards of inquiry which he or she has commenced. 

This provision was not contained in the Metropolitan 
Toronto Police Force Complaints Act, which was replaced 
by the Police Services Act on 31 December 1990. None 
the less it appears that when that act is read together with 
the Interpretation Act and the new Police Services Act, 
there is a strong legal basis to infer that members of boards 
of inquiry appointed under the old act may continue in 
office to finish boards of inquiry after their appointments 
expire. 

However, because the issue could be raised in any one 
of the boards of inquiry started under the old act and not 
yet finished, and in order to avoid any delay and expensive 
litigation, the bill now before the House simply confirms 
that the very sensible provisions of the Police Services Act 
will apply to boards appointed under the old act. In this 
connection I should confirm that members of panels ap- 
pointed under the old act would continue in office only for 
the purpose of finishing boards to which they were ap- 
pointed before 31 December 1990. 

There is no jurisdiction under this bill or under the 
Police Services Act to give these individuals any new as- 
signments after 1 January 1991. As of that date, all boards 
of inquiry, whether dealing with events which took place 
before or after 31 December 1990, must be constituted 
under the new legislation and must be heard by panel 
members newly appointed pursuant to that legislation. 

This bill is essentially a housekeeping bill to put into 
the Police Services Act provisions that probably should 
have been there in the first place. We feel that by placing 
these provisions in the act, we will provide greater cer- 
tainty and avoid delay and some unnecessary expense. 
Therefore I commend this legislation to the House and ask 
all members to co-operate in its early passage in order that 
whatever uncertainty exists can be removed. 


Mr Sorbara: I agree with the remarks of the Attorney 
General that the bill is non-controversial, that it is simply a 
housekeeping matter to ensure, as he says, that boards of 
inquiry can continue to do their work under the old act if 
they were established under the old act or under the new 
act if established under the new act. 

It is good to see the Attorney General is bringing for- 
ward the motion. We are not going to get in the way of its 
speedy passage, although it is safe to say the act probably 
was not necessary. The kinds of concerns the minister said 
could arise are really on the very fringe of likelihood under 
a board of inquiry. But they have decided they want to do 
it, sO we are going to support it. If the minister even 
wanted to have the third reading of it today, we would be 
willing to do that. 

There is just one larger question that ought to be refer- 
enced here in conjunction with the consideration of this 
act. The minister, as the chief responsible for the adminis- 
tration of justice in the province, knows as well as anyone 
that in regard to his agenda to ensure our justice system 
meets the kinds of requirements as provided in the Askov 
decision, he as minister has not been living up to the 
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expectations he created when some six months ago he said 
he would have the backlog cleaned up by the end of the 
summer. 

It is not directly related, obviously, to the Police Ser- 
vices Act, but while we are debating one of his bills I just 
want to remind him it is not only this Parliament that is 
watching carefully to see whether the minister is going to 
live up to the guarantee he gave this House in the province 
about ensuring the court system provides speedy justice 
for all those concerned. I had an opportunity to be visited 
today by representatives from the Canadian Bar Associa- 
tion—Ontario wondering what it is the minister intends to 
do in the area of court reform. That is another major area 
he should be directing his attention to. 


1540 

My friend the member for Burlington South has initia- 
tives relating to victims of crime, and the Attorney General 
has said he was going to be getting on with those matters 
as well. We have not seen anything from the Attorney 
General that truly reflects what his government wants to 
do in the justice system. The previous Attorney General, 
the member for St George-St David, was very aggressive 
in the reforms he brought to the administration of justice in 
this province. 


Hon Mr Hampton: Still trying to patch up relation- 
ships with judges. 

Mr Sorbara: I want to tell the Attorney General, who 
is attempting to interject, that I honestly believe the re- 
forms brought about by the member for St George-St 
David will stand as one of the truly progressive areas in 
the administration of justice. Indeed, it is interesting that 
my friend the Attorney General has, over the course of his 
first eight and a half or nine months as Attorney General, 
brought a number of projects to this House for our consid- 
eration. Virtually all of them were projects brought to a full 
state of maturity by his predecessor. 

The truth is that there are many more things that need 
to be done in this province so we have a system of justice 
we are proud of. There are issues relating to access to the 
courts, issues relating to court reform, issues relating to the 
rights and responsibilities our citizens share and have in 
this province. 

I await the day when my friend the Attorney General 
will do something other than bring forward a technical bill 
dealing with the Police Services Act; will do something 
more than bring to the House legislation that was the proj- 
ect of, the child of, the product of the work of his prede- 
cessor. I really do encourage him to complete that work, 
get all the stuff done that was there when he came to 
office. It was all pretty much good stuff, and very soon we 
are going to be considering one of those, Bill 40, the Mort- 
gages Amendment Act. He has tinkered with it a little bit, 
and I think unfortunately so, but I plead with him some 
day before the expiration of his term to get on with some 
projects that really reflect his own government’s view of 
the administration of justice and then we will have some- 
thing we can debate more aggressively. 

For my part, on the amendments to the Police Services 
Act, Bill 66, I say Fine. It is technical, not much turns on 
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it. It will perhaps avoid one, possibly two, applications td) 
what used to be called the Divisional Court—it is nq) 
longer called that—the Ontario Court (General Division | 
as it is called now, and that is good, that is fine, but |) 
encourage him to get on with some of the more importan) 
issues that confront him as the Attorney General and con)) 
front the people of the province as they look to a system 0) 
justice that can be responsive to their needs and that we 
can all be proud of. ‘| 


Mr Carr: I am pleased to stand up and talk very 
briefly on this as well. As the Attorney General said, it is 
not too controversial, it is basically a housekeeping mea 
sure. The bill confirms that most of the members of the 
board of inquiry constituted under the Metropolitan To! 
ronto Police Force Complaints Act, 1984, will continue tc 
sit as members of the boards until their work is completed 
So this just ties up some of the loose ends with that. | 


Under subsection 112(2) of the act, the boards of i in- 
quiry constituted under the previous act are still responsi- 
ble for hearing complaints made before the Police Services 
Act came into effect. The amendment has been brought 
forward, I think, probably more than anything else to avoic 
some of the challenges that would be out there to thei 
decision. 


Like the previous speaker, though, I am concerned that 
the only initiative coming out of the Ministry of the Solici- 
tor General is just tying up some loose ends. When I got 
involved in becoming the critic for the Solicitor General, ] 
figured it was going to be a ministry that was going to be 
fairly active. | 


We in this province have a tremendous increase i 
crime rates, actually unprecedented in our history, and | 
figured some action would come through. We are not see- 
ing that. | 


The justice system in Ontario does not work right now. 
We have a situation where the rapid increase in crime has 
meant that so many of the criminals who are out there get 
away with it. The police are unable to keep up with the 
increases out there because of a lot of interrelated prob- 
lems, things like the high use of drugs, which accounts for 
such a high proportion of the break and enters. People who 
are involved in that are breaking and entering in record 
numbers in this province. 


It was my hope that we would see some concrete ac- 
tion rather than tying up some bills. Even for the act itself, 
the Police Services Act—that is of course a fairly detailed 
bill—all the work was done by the previous government. I 
think that when the Solicitor General brought it in he did 
point out the fact that much of the work was done, and of 
course we missed one small little piece with this. 


en 


] 
| 


Hon Mr Hampton: That is why we are correcting it. 


Mr Carr: The Attorney General says they are just try- 
ing to clean up some of the mistakes. I had the fortunate 
pleasure and I never worked so hard in all my life as when 
we sat on support and custody orders enforcement and 
tried to fix up some of the mistakes in his bill. We went on 
and on with the mistakes that were there, but we came out 
of it, I think, with some valuable input and hopefully that 
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what we are going to do with committees, so that these 
ings do not happen. 

We are all here to contribute in our own little way and 

| fact some of the members on the justice committee who 
vere there who have legal minds missed things like this. 
ay collectively we can make sure things like this 
0 not get through. 
_ The nice part about it is that when we have participa- 
on and full involvement, when you have a justice com- 
littee like we have looking at some of the bills, little 
tings that sometimes we think we are spending too much 
me on—I know some of the members even right now are 
little bit upset with what is going on in the justice com- 
littee over conflict of interest. We are trying to take our 
me to get things done right and there is no: “Push it 
rough, push it through. Let’s move quickly.” We see 
shat happens sometimes when things do move a little 
1ore quickly than we would like. We have to go back and 
hange things. 

Even though this is a housekeeping bill, I am hoping 
fe will get into a situation where we will get some substan- 
al action to be able to deal with the concrete problems. 

I had an opportunity during Police Week to spend some 
me with the Metropolitan Toronto Police Force and spent 
ome time actually at their sexual assault unit at headquar- 
srs in Toronto. One of the things I was amazed at was the 
ine job the police in our communities are doing, how 


schnically advanced we are in some of the measures that - 


re going on and that our fine police forces are doing. 
ometimes it seems that what is holding them back are the 
eople who sit in this House. If we freed them up, they 
vould be able to do a lot of great work. 

When we were down there I asked them what they 
yould like to see done with policing in Ontario, and what 
ney would like to see from the Legislature, from some- 
ody like myself who is involved. I guess it was during a 
neeting we had with some of the drug enforcement people 
rom all levels. The RCMP was there; the OPP and the 
Aetro Police were there as well. They said, “One of the 
hings we would like to see is the politicians to stand out of 
ur way and allow us to continue to work in this province.” 

Sometimes we think as we sit here that we are doing 
omething valid with some of these housekeeping mea- 
ures, but I would hope that we would be able to move 
orward in some concrete areas, because as we sit here 
oday we have a justice system which, because of the num- 
ers, does not catch criminals and we have a court situa- 
ion where when they get caught they do not get 
rosecuted. 

I think in this day and age we need to show very 
learly that with all the cases that have been sprung, where 
hey do not get sent to jail—of course one of the big con- 
ems we have is that after this, at the far end of it, even if 
ou do get caught and prosecuted, I believe there are cer- 
ain areas where the punishment is not strong enough, and 
n fact we had some of complaints with some of the release 
rograms. 

550 

We have to look at all areas as we go forward. Hope- 

ully we are going to get into some substantial legislation 


12 JUNE 1991 


that is going to allow us to make some very important 
inroads. Unfortunately, in this day and age, we are facing a 
dramatic rise in crime. One of the things we always felt we 
had in this province, one of the things that made us differ- 
ent from a lot of the situations in the United States, in 
some of the big areas they have in major cities with tre- 
mendous crime rates, was the fact that our streets were 
safe. Unfortunately, as we reflect upon the circumstances 
in Ontario today, indeed the streets are not safe in all areas. 

I am pleased to be able to add a few comments on this 
piece of legislation. I will say, though, that I hope that as 
we go forward over the next little while we are going to 
get some more substantial pieces of legislation to deal with 
the impending problems that are facing our province dur- 
ing this period of time. 

As the previous speaker said, we will be supporting 
this and looking for its rapid passage. Hopefully we will be 
able to get a chance to move on to some other substantial 
legislation that is going to really make an impact, because 
that is what we are here for and that is what the people of 
the province of Ontario expect from us. 


Mr J. Wilson: I am pleased to rise today to speak on 
Bill 66 and on some police matters in Ontario. On two 
occasions recently I brought to the attention of this House 
a situation that is becoming both increasingly frustrating 
and worrisome for constituents in my riding of Simcoe 
West, as well as for the citizens across Ontario. The situa- 
tion to which I refer, of course, is the lack of 24-hour 
policing in Ontario Provincial Police detachments in my 
riding. 

I know that each member in this House shares my 
concern for policing services, because the fruits of our 
prosperous society cannot be savoured without an environ- 
ment of security. 

Here is a quote from Georg Wilhelm Hegel, which | 
feel sums up the situation most eloquently, “Order is the 
first requisite of liberty.” No one knows this better than Mr 
and Mrs John Smart of Creemore. They operate the 
Creemore Village Pharmacy in Creemore. It is your typical 
story of a young couple who worked hard, saved their 
money and invested their money in their dreams, which in 
this case is the pharmacy business. 

Unfortunately what is also becoming typical are the 
difficulties that plague and seek to undermine the entrepre- 
neurial spirit in this province. The Smarts are not only 
victims of too many taxes and too much government inter- 
vention; they are being victimized by the very system that 
their tax dollars have supported over the years. 

For those members who are unfamiliar with the plight 
of the Smarts, I will refresh their memory. Their Creemore 
Village Pharmacy has been burglarized five times in the 
past year and three times over the past two months. There 
is one common thread weaving its way through these bur- 
glaries. The times of the burglaries have coincided identi- 
cally with the hours officers from the local OPP 
detachment go off duty and go on call from their homes. 

When asked about this serious problem, the 
government’s Solicitor General.talked about the remark- 
able job being done day in and day out by police officers 
in this province. There is absolutely no question of that. 
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During Police Week, I went on patrol and spent a great 
deal of time with officers from the Alliston and Stayner 
OPP detachments. Their dedication, commitment and per- 
formance is at all times exemplary. 

But the Solicitor General should desist from clouding 
the issue. The issue is not one of performance but one of 
deterrence. Criminals who travel to Creemore know ex- 
actly how capable the officers in the detachment are. That 
is precisely why they wait for these officers to go off duty 
before striking. When officers go off duty and go on call, 
the capability to deter crime in areas such as Creemore 
goes with them. 

If the Solicitor General has been consistent, he has 
been consistent in his ability and perhaps his willingness to 
cloud this issue. When I initially raised this issue back in 
April, the Solicitor General told me his inaction was re- 
lated directly to a province-wide staffing report that he had 
not yet received. But on 4 June the Solicitor General, in 
response to a question from my colleague the member for 
Wellington, confirmed that he had this report on his desk 
since March. 


Hon Mr Hampton: This is not a Solicitor General’s 
bill. 

Mr J. Wilson: This ties into Bill 66 very well, Mr 
Speaker. 

While the Solicitor General hums and haws over this 
issue, businesses and individuals are living in fear and 
anxiety. The people of Creemore and area are left to won- 
der about a system of government that ignores rural On- 
tario and reneges on its promises. 

There is a letter dated 16 August 1988, to a concerned 
resident in Creemore, from the former Solicitor General, 
the Liberal Solicitor General. The resident who wrote was 
troubled by the lack of 24-hour policing three years ago. 
The Solicitor General wrote to her at that time: “I am 
happy to report that a vacant position at the detachment 
will be filled within the next few weeks and a second by 
early fall. This will result in the detachment’s complement 
being reduced by only one position. Once the complement 
of the detachment has been fully restored, 24-hour policing 
service will resume.” 

This represents a firm commitment by the Solicitor 
General of the day to rectify a serious problem, and three 
years later nothing has changed. The same problem exists. 
The current Solicitor General, instead of acting, wants to 
study the problem even further. 

Is it any wonder that the public at large is angry with 
governments? Law and order is not something we can ne- 
gotiate as simply one more demand by one more set of 
interests. It is, and must be, one of our fundamental priori- 
ties as a society. It is of great concern to me when I read 
comments in the newspaper from American tourists, upon 
visiting this province, who remark, “Gee, this is just like 
back home,” after witnessing increasing crime on our 
Streets. 

What this says, in a most compelling fashion, is that 
we are rapidly losing the qualities that make Ontario an 
incredible place to live. It is not a question of benign ne- 
glect or stretched resources; it is simply a matter of 
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government priorities. Without a resolute commitment tc 
law and order, all of what we enjoy in our society, such as 
social programs, recreational activities, education, employ; 
ment, clean air and clean water, etc, means nothing with: 
out law and order. | 
_ While we are discussing police services, I would a 
to draw to the attention of the government the need foi 
greater sensitivity in making appointments to police 
boards. Last December the NDP government made ap. 
pointments to the police services board for the new amal- 
gamated town of Alliston, Beeton, Tecumseth anc 
Tottenham. 

It was already extremely difficult for these four distinct 
communities to be crunched together in the process of 
amalgamation, but the government’s shortsightedness and 
thoughtless appointments process just exacerbated that 
problem. In selecting the police services board for the 
amalgamated town, the government ignored the obvious 
needs of the four communities and selected, almost solely, 
individuals from the Alliston area. Suddenly residents 
from Beeton, Tottenham and:Tecumseth were told to ac- 
cept a brand-new police commission which they had little 
Or no representation on. 

The excuse given was the lack of time to make the 
selections and the lack of applications. That is what the 
government’s response to my constituents’ concerns was. 
The selections were made in December by the cabinet, 
which gave the government two full months to select a 
representative and an acceptable board. The fact that the 
selection process was poorly advertised accounts for any 
shortage in applications. Numerous people were interested 
in being on the board, but no one knew about the appoint- 
ment process. 

Here is a quote from one of my constituents, Tom 
Henry of Tottenham, who was upset with the process. He 
says: 

“Many of us expected big things from this government. 
I, for one, was especially heartened by the promised objec- 
tive approach to such appointments, and while I realize. 
there was not time in this case to put the formal procedures 
in place, we could have firmly expected that such princi- 
ples would have been applied to the choices. Instead, we 
end up with a virtual disaster and then what appears to be a 
whitewash to explain it. Surely you can do better, and 
surely you are big enough to admit the error and take steps 
to correct it.” 

That is the a quote from Tom Henry of Tottenham, 
writing to the Solicitor General and the Premier. 

I know that not only do John Smart and Tom Henry, 
my constituents, want this government to do better, but so 
do millions across the province who have a greater sense 
of priority and understand the importance of law and order 
in our province and in our society. 


1600 


Mr Runciman: I appreciate the opportunity to partici- 
pate in the debate today on Bill 66, An Act to amend the 
Police Services Act. I served as the critic for the Ministry 
of the Solicitor General in the last Parliament and have 
been succeeded most ably by the member for Oakville 
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uth. Of course, during that period of time as critic of the 
linistry of the Solicitor General, I had the opportunity to 
scome somewhat familiar with the concerns of police 
en and women across this province. 

I wanted to take this opportunity while discussing Bill 
5 to put some of those concerns on the record, because 
ther than being allayed following the 6 September elec- 
on, I think the concerns of the policing community are 
yen more extreme, if you will, in terms of some of the 
ast statements of current members of the socialist govern- 
ent and indeed some of the actions they have undertaken 
nce assuming office. 


Morale has been a growing problem, especially in the 
[etropolitan Toronto area, with a significant number of 
fficers leaving the force because of certainly the pressure 
f the job and the lack of support they see from elected 
fficials. This government has done nothing to deal with 
at growing crisis of morale within the ranks of the Metro 
oronto police force, and in fact it has done just the oppo- 
te; it has undertaken initiatives that worsen the problem. 

We just have to point to Ms Susan Eng’s election as the 
iair of the Metropolitan Toronto Police Services Board. 
his is an individual who in her public utterances has at- 
cked the credibility, the willingness and commitment of 
any fine members of the Metro Toronto police force. It is 
) wonder the kind of concerns created within the police 
ce within Metro Toronto when the Premier indicated 
at Ms Eng was his personal choice as the chair of this 
yard. That is just one example. 

We are going to have to wait and see how Ms Eng 
srforms in this new role. She is obviously very much 
ware of the spotlight she is going to be under as a result 
f some of the things she has said and done in the past. I 
n sure my colleague the member for Oakville South and 
her members of this party are going to be very much part 
f the scrutiny of Ms Eng and her actions as chair of the 
lice services board in Metro Toronto. 

Another indication of the lack of understanding and 
npathy—this does not apply just to the police forces; I 
ink this could apply with respect to the population at 
rge—with the police men and women of this province 
as the decision to remove the oath of office to the Queen. 
hat a slap in the face, at a time when this country is 
cing significant problems in terms of division between 
e two language groups and other groups in society. We 
ave this government, unfeeling as it is with respect to our 
ritage, making this kind of move, removing the oath of 
fice to the Queen. I believe it is the Metro force that is 
king the government to court over this matter. That 
lows members just how strong the feelings are and it 
iows them how insensitive this current socialist government 


Another matter that I think is an extremely important 
Ne, raised again by the member for Oakville South in this 
Ouse with a non-response from the Attorney General— 
hich has become commonplace for the Attorney General, 
) stand in his place in this House and say: “The matter is 
sfore the courts. I can’t comment on it.” 


Interjections. 


Mr Runciman: This is a very serious matter that cer- 
tainly is not one we should be joking about in this Legisla- 
ture, and that is indeed the Attorney General’s decision to 
re-lay charges against Constable Brian Rapson. 

We talk about morale within the police forces. I met 
with my police force in Brockville during Police Week. I 
know members of my caucus met with police boards and 
police officers during that week as well. I believe virtually 
every one of them talked about the Rapson case and the 
message it sent out to police men and women across this 
province. 

Here is a gentleman who was charged and went 
through a preliminary hearing. The charges were com- 
pletely dismissed, and then the Attorney General—and I 
do not know whether this is the case or not, but the Attor- 
ney General refuses to respond. Certainly the suggestion is 
out there that he gave in to pressure from certain groups 
within society, especially within Metro Toronto, to lay 
charges for purely political reasons. When that has been 
raised in this House, he has had the opportunity to address 
it. 


Mr Drainville: I believe that under standing order 
23(g)(1) it says: “In debate, a member shall be called to 
order by the Speaker if he or she refers to any matter that 
is the subject of a proceeding that is pending in a court or 
before a judge for judicial determination.” Obviously that 
is the case in this case, Mr Speaker, so I think the member 
should be called to order. 


Interjections. 


The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): The table will 
take this under advisement. The member for Leeds-Gren- 
ville has the floor. Please continue. 


Mr Runciman: I guess we could have a debate about 
this. I am not talking about the case before the courts. 
What I am talking about is the process and I am talking 
about the Attorney General’s decision following the dis- 
missal of charges at the preliminary hearing level. 

Again, I am trying to address the question of morale 
problems and the signals being sent out by this socialist 
government with respect to the confidence it has in the 
ability of our police men and women in this province to do 
the job when they do things like appointing a Susan Eng, 
when they remove the oath of office to the Queen, when 
they re-lay charges against an officer who has to go 
through this ordeal again—not only him but his family, 
wife and children, not to mention all of his colleagues 
within the Metro force and throughout Ontario, who are 
extremely concerned about what they deem to be political 
interference. 

We can again be scoffed at, and points of privilege and 
points of order can be raised simply because the members 
opposite do not want to hear this message. They had better 
start paying attention, not just to this message but to a lot 
of other messages that are forthcoming and are right out 
there now, which the members opposite choose to ignore. 

We are talking about safety in the streets, and I want to 
put a few facts on the record. Metro Toronto’s murder rate 
could rival that of American cities by the end of the year. 
That is from Chief William McCormack. 
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Mr O’Connor: Whose fault is that? 


Mr Runciman: I am not suggesting that is the hon- 
ourable member’s fault. 


Mr Hope: Our fault. 


Mr Runciman: The honourable member should not 
be so paranoid. Paranoid socialists. I think that is part of 
their platform: Paranoia for everyone. 


Hon Mr Pouliot: “Socialism” is fine, but “paranoid”? 
You have gone too far. 


Mr Runciman: I always go too far as far as you guys 
are concerned. 


The Acting Speaker: The honourable member should 
address the Chair, please, and possibly could avoid a lot of 
confusion from the other side of the House. 


Mr Runciman: The members opposite are perma- 
nently confused, Mr Speaker, so despite my addressing 
you, that is not going to correct that situation. In any event, 
I do not want to talk about that. We can talk about a num- 
ber of facts I want to put on the record and then make 
reference to them. 

I am not blaming the socialist government for the fact 
that crime is on the rise in Ontario. Another six months 
from now, if they have not done anything to adequately 
address it, I may indeed stand in this House and blame 
them for it. 

I talked about Metro’s murder rate. We all know what 
is happening in the streets of this city. Between 1985 and 
1989, the actual number of offences of violent crimes in 
Metro increased from 18,765 to 27,000, a 147% increase. 
Auto theft in just the last year is up 12.4%. The Toronto 
Sun of 13 February 1991 had a story that police logged 16 
heists in 18 hours. Gunpoint robberies are up 190% this 
year, and the number of drug-related crimes is skyrocketing. 

We can get outside the Metro area. In Durham, the 
number of drug offences has increased over 28%; sexual 
assaults up 13.5%; assaults on police officers up 19%; 
assaults on citizens increased 12.5%; break and enter, 
17.2%; break and enter of businesses up almost 35%. I 
wonder how the current government is addressing that. 

What are they doing? They are appointing Susan Eng, 
who has been very much antipolice in her attitudes and 
approaches in the Metro police board. What are they 
doing? They are removing the oath of office to the Queen. 
What else are they doing to improve the morale? They are 
re-laying charges against a police officer in Toronto. They 
are also removing the OPP Pipes and Drums and the OPP 
Golden Helmets. 
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Those are the kinds of initiatives this government has 
undertaken to address a growing problem in Ontario with 
respect to increasing violent crime and all other crimes 
across the map. That is the government’s answer. What a 
great answer. We have police officers in this province who 
are forced to answer calls from their area in their own 
personal cars because the government will not provide 
them with police cars to do their job. 

We talk about police officers in this province who sim- 
ply are not being provided with the tools to do the job 
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ronto and be faced with semi-automatic weapons. What d 
police officers in Toronto have? When they talk about get 
ting better weaponry, what kind of approach do we ge 


solute silence. This is a growing problem. We are talking 
about safety on the streets of this province. 


Interjections. \ 


Mr Runciman: The government can laugh it off, c 
scoff it off, but there are growing concerns in this province, 


There was a study done last year that showed that close 
to 40% of people in Toronto are afraid to go out of thei, 
homes at night. Almost half the people of this city are now, 
afraid to go out of their homes and to walk the streets of 
Metro Toronto. Does that not say something to the govern 
ment? Is there no message in that for them about growing 
concern about safety in the streets? 


| 
Again, the Attorney General is smiling his way through 
all of these serious problems. I do not think it is a laughing 
matter at all. It is a serious situation and this government 
has not even attempted to deal with it. In fact, it has taken 
actions that have the opposite effect of improving the mo- 
rale of our forces in this province. How are we going to 
address all of the problems like swarming of youth street, 
gangs? What about the increasing problem of Asian crime?) 
I do not see anything happening. | 

I do not recall a statement—perhaps there has been 
one; if there is, I will apologize—from the minister re- 
sponsible for fighting the drug problem in this provinces 
What kind of significant initiatives has he undertaken? 
They are reworked Liberal initiatives that were not doing 
the job. In fact, when we take a look, 80% of the heroin 
that ends up in the United States comes through Canada. 
When we talk about someone being responsible for the 
drug problem in this province, why does the government 
not assign a member of the executive council with just that 


responsibility? That is so serious. Most of the crime in this 


province is now related to drugs and drug activity. Let’s 
have one person, not someone who is looking after two 
other ministries and simply does not have the time. | 

Members of the executive council know what kinds of 
responsibilities are placed upon them, what kinds of 
groups, associations and individuals want to take up their 
time. They have to prepare for question period, they have 
to prepare for all sorts of things. To say that a minister can 
adequately do the job when he has other responsibilities in 
line ministries is foolishness for anyone who has served in 
the executive council. We know it just does not work. He 
is simply not paying attention or certainly cannot pay ade- 
quate attention, and I am not necessarily being critical of 
the minister. The Premier assigned those responsibilities. 
He is the head of this government, and obviously he does 
not place enough importance on the question of crime, 
drug-related crime, police morale and safety on the streets 
of this province. What he does place priority on is, appar- 
ently, giving in to pressure from very vocal and active 
minority groups to do things like re-laying charges against 
a Metro Toronto Police officer. 
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I would like to hear the Attorney General or the Solici- 
: General get up and talk about the Young Offenders Act, 
2 revolving door system. I know it is a piece of federal 
zislation. I grant them that, but certainly the Attorney 
2neral and the Solicitor General of this province can play 
very active role in seeing amendments brought forward 
at are going to get rid of the revolving door, that are 


ying to adequately deal with young offenders who com- . 


it serious crimes. It is so offensive to most of us in 
ciety when a young offender commits a murder, for ex- 
aple, and is back out-on the streets after three years of 
hat I would call soft time, certainly not hard time. 

_ Again, those are just some of the matters this govern- 
ent, this minister and this Solicitor General, who is not 
‘re today, who has certainly not engendered a lot of re- 
ect in terms of—although I like him personally and 
rved with him in opposition and felt he did a fine job as 
member of the opposition, I share the view of most of us, 
not all of us, on this side of the House in respect of what 
as occurred in the past, that he should have indeed 
epped aside. But I am not going to get into that today. 

I have put on the record the swarming youth gangs and 
e increasing problem of Asian crime. I see an estimate in 
sre, in some of the facts that I have, that they believe that 
North America now we have over 2,000 individuals 
ho are considered to be members of the Asian Mafia. We 
id a murder in Toronto recently, in a restaurant in China- 
wn, again involving Asian gangs, where’ they walked 
to the restaurant and shot down a patron of the restau- 
nt. It is unbelievable that this sort of thing is starting to 
ippen in Toronto. We have talked in negative terms—es- 
scially the NDP, who are always so anti-American, al- 
ays so holier than thou—about New York City or 
etroit, talked about Americans in a disparaging way. 
ow here we are faced with a situation where in Metro 
ronto, according to Chief McCormack of the Metro Po- 
ce Force, we are going to be matching some American 
ties now because of increasing violent crime in Metro 
pronto. 

Where is the holier-than-thou attitude now? The gov- 
nment is simply not addressing this situation. But we 
ave to. We have to have some initiatives undertaken by 
is government to deal with these very real, serious prob- 
ms. They have got to get their priorities straight. 

When we talk about this, they always say, “You’re 
lking about spending more money.” We are not talking 
out spending more money; we are talking about a reallo- 
ition of priorities. We can talk about budgets and how 
uch this government is allocating for public safety versus 
hat it is putting into social assistance. I think most of us 
| public would take a look at the increasing spending in 
cial assistance, for example. There have been a lot of 
Ories written about this, and some members will take 
sue with columns, for example, by Diane Francis and 
hers who have pointed out some of the failings of the 
cial assistance programs in Ontario, but I do not want to 
st into that too much. 

I am talking about a whole range of priorities. This 
arty is prepared to sit down with the government and 
10w it where we think money can be moved and spent 


more effectively. Certainly one of the most important areas 
it can be spent on is public safety. Let’s look at increasing 
that budget. Let’s look at putting more funds in the hands 
of police boards across this province. Let’s look at putting 
the correct tools in the hands of policemen and police- 
women across this province so they can start to do the job 
effectively, or much more effectively than they can now 
because of the limitations the government is placing upon 
them. 

I could go on in this subject at length, but in conclusion 
I want to indicate to the members and to the public that the 
Progressive Conservative Party of Ontario is going to con- 
tinue to keep the homes and streets of Ontario safe. 

Mr Sorbara: I will wait a moment for some of the 
uproar that developed in the House as a result of the 
speech by the member for Leeds-Grenville. I guess we 
should call them the police party. I think some of his com- 
ments were inflammatory and I would hope that some day 
the kind of rhetoric about what is happening in our society 
in respect of the fear that we now live in should not be 
brought into this House. He fires around statistics that now 
40% of the people in the greater Toronto area are afraid to 
go out at night. That is utter nonsense. 

Hon Mr Pouliot: That is irresponsible. 

Mr Sorbara: It is irresponsible. I take the words out 
of the mouth of the minister responsible for francophone 
affairs; actually, the only words he has mentioned in this 
House since it began sitting this spring, but I thank him for 
them. 
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Hon Mr Pouliot: Why don’t you ask a question? 

The Acting Speaker: The honourable member for 
York Centre has the floor. 

Mr Sorbara: No, we do not ask him questions. He 
does such a good job of conducting what few things he 
does as minister responsible for—what is it again? 

An hon member: Gold mines. 

Mr Sorbara: Mines, that is right. There is not very 
much mining going on in the province any more, but we 
do have a Minister of Mines, inactive as he is. 


Hon Mr Pouliot: He lies. 


The Acting Speaker: I am sorry. Would you with- 
draw those words, please. I am asking for a withdrawal. 

Hon Mr Pouliot: With the highest respect, I would 
never say that. I have said that the member, with due re- 
spect, lies there. 

The Acting Speaker: I believe I heard it slightly dif- 
ferently. Would you withdraw what you originally said, 
sir? 

Hon Mr Pouliot: Mr Speaker, you are putting me 
under a state of siege. I will withdraw. 


The Acting Speaker: Thank you. 


Mr Sorbara: If I might just have a few more seconds 
to complete my comments, I think my friend the member 
for Leeds-Grenville has made some good points in his 
speech, but it would have been. a far better address to this 
assembly if he had not involved himself and involved this 
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House in remarks that are so inflammatory and so sugges- 
tive of the kind of society that we know does not exist. For 
his purposes in those comments he suggests that it does 
exist and of course it— 


The Acting Speaker: Thank you. 
Interjection. 


The Acting Speaker: Would the honourable member 
for Downsview please control himself. 


Mr Harnick: I have heard the remarks of the member 
for York Centre and I disagree with him entirely. The 
member for Leeds-Grenville quoted very solid statistics 
that are illustrative of the difficulties within society today. 

I think it is interesting to note that I received yesterday 
some amendments to the Courts of Justice Act made by the 
Attorney General, things such as if you file a document 
with the Court of Appeal it has to have a buff-coloured 
back and it has to weigh 735 milligrams, if there is such a 
thing as milligrams. When we read about statistics such as 
the statistics set out by the member for Leeds-Grenville, I 
wonder why we are so concerned that the back of a docu- 
ment filed with the Court of Appeal has to be in buff 
colour. We have some real problems that need addressing 
and the problems are illustrated by those facts and figures 
the member for Leeds-Grenville has set out. 

Certainly the member for York Centre is concerned 
that the remarks might have been inflammatory. The re- 
marks were not inflammatory; they were informatory. 
They were informing the public of the deterioration of the 
justice system and the enforcement of law and order in this 
province and the lack of support his government is provid- 
ing for law enforcement officers. 


Hon Ms Ziemba: I listened very quietly to my col- 
league the member for Leeds-Grenville. 


Mr Sorbara: None of the rest of your colleagues did. 


Hon Ms Ziemba: The rest of the colleagues from the 
other side did not either. 

I was very disturbed by the tone of the comments. I felt 
very concerned about how he was phrasing the type of 
crime that is being committed and where the crime is 
being committed and the fact that he questioned that peo- 
ple from certain groups might not have the right to have.a 
voice about addressing the question of the police. I really 
am very concerned when I hear that tone. 

I really feel we have to start taking a leadership role, all 
of us in the Legislature. We all have a responsibility for 
showing that we do not have any bias or any prejudice in 
this role. I really am concerned when we hear that type of 
tone and the innuendoes that are mentioned. I do worry 
that we all must take a responsibility in this House and I 
really am concerned when I do not hear that leadership 
being addressed. 

I would like to remind all members of the House that 
we must all play a very important role to make sure that 
we have a comfort zone, that we do not have the public in 
a reactionary Situation, pitting one group of people against 
another group. That is the type of rhetoric we heard today 
that could do just that. I share my concerns with my col- 
league the member for York Centre who said the exact 


same thing. I am very concerned that we would continue ; 
have that type of rhetoric. 


Mr Runciman: You try to intimidate people. 
The Acting Speaker: Order, please. 


| 
Hon Ms Ziemba: | listened very quietly to the deba 
I did not interrupt the member’s speech. My friend wil 
have his moment to respond to my comments and I will si 
quietly and listen. | 

Mr Cousens: I do not know whether people who havi 
been commenting on the presentation of the member fo 
Leeds-Grenville were here to listen to what he had to say 
The first thing I want to say is to thank him for standing uj 
for the men and women in blue who have a very importan 
job to do. It takes someone who has seen the problem! 
over the last several years. | 

As our former critic for the Solicitor General, I happei 
to know that the member for Leeds-Grenville is one who i! 
genuinely concerned with these issues. When someon 
tries to attribute some motivation to him that would pu 
other people down, that is not the case. I see him as stand 
ing up, strong, loud and clear, to defend the rights of al 
people in this province to have justice, so that there ar 
people on the streets to help protect them, everybody, anc 
that there is no differentiation but that all people have tha 
Opportunity to know that in this country and in this prov: 
ince there are going to be people to defend and protec 
them. 

Do members know something? One of our roles in th 
Legislature should also be to honestly, in a very positive 
creative and good way, know that the police services 
board—and there are other ways in which we can have ¢ 
stronger police services system. What the member fo 
Leeds-Grenville is asking for is just a reinforcement oj 
those values within our society rather than a continua 
downgrading of them. He says it is one of the most impor: 
tant things in our society. I appreciate the fact that he has 
done that. I appreciate the perspective he brings to this 
issue. I think all of us in this House have to understand that 
if we do not take this justice system very seriously, it will 
be eroded, it will be undermined, and so will democracy 
and so will the very life of this very province. | 

So on behalf of the seat that I represent, I thank the 
member for Leeds-Grenville for his remarks and I think 
they were well said. | 


Mr Runciman: The member for York Centre was 
saying that my comments were inflammatory. I do not 
think necessarily that my comments were inflammatory. 
Perhaps the way I expressed myself was inflammatory. 
The statistic I was using, that 39% of Torontonians were 
afraid to come out of their homes in the evening, that is 
based on a Gallup poll. That is not something I simply 
pulled out of the air. The statistics I was providing in the 
debate this afternoon are indeed just that, statistics that 
have been drawn together by a variety of researchers. They 
are indeed accurate. I think for the member to get up and 
simply indicate that I am pulling figures out of the air 
could scare people. It is simply not accurate. 


| 
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The Minister for Citizenship in her intervention sug- 
sted I was trying to pit different groups within society 
ainst one another. I resent that kind of reference to my 
mments. It certainly was not my intent. But I want to say 
it is an old tactic, certainly an old tactic on the part of the 
beral Party, on the part of the NDP, where they get up 
d charge someone with doing that sort of thing in an 
fort to intimidate us, to keep us shut up so we will not 
se issues like the re-laying of charges against Constable 
ipson, very much a typical socialist move. | 

_ The Attorney General had every opportunity to get up 
this House and address this matter. He knew what the 
iblic concerns were; they were reported in the press. The 
ggestion that he was caving in to pressure from certain 
oups within Metropolitan Toronto: He had the opportu- 
ty to address that, deny that and show that, if indeed he 
4S responding to those kinds of pressures, there were valid 
asons to do so, but he refused to take up that opportunity. 

So I think that I, as an elected member who is genu- 
ely concerned about what is happening in respect to pub- 
- safety, have to raise those issues in this House. 

Mr Cousens: I just have to say before I begin my 
marks that I appreciate the leadership that has been given 
- our own critic for Solicitor General, the member for 
akville South. The member, in his presentation, has 
uched on a large number of the issues that really need to 
addressed in this House. 

I also recognize and value the comments made by the 
ember for Simcoe West. In his own riding, in Colling- 
90d and Alliston, he recognizes there are serious prob- 
ms undermining the work of the police services and 
ally has to address them and has, I think, tabled a num- 
r of excellent points for consideration by this House. 

I just cannot believe how the member for Leeds-Gren- 
le opens up an issue and everybody starts attacking him 
r it. I really think that when we come into this House 
ere should be an opportunity for every member to speak 
s or her mind and openly and honestly table the issues. I 
ve to say that from my perspective I have seen him 
ing that for the last 10 years in a very eloquent and clear 
ay. I think the people out there who have elected him 
pect to have continued leadership like that in the future. 

Maybe we should all take a lesson that the people here 
the province of Ontario are looking to us as legislators 
t leadership on the whole police services issue. They do 
t want us just to come along and take sides and, “Oh, I 
1 on this policeman’s side or that side or I am in the—” 
>y, We are on the side of justice and right and truth. We 
iow that when we have a strong police force—but that is 
t being said by the socialists. We are not hearing that 
ym them. 

We are seeing the New Democratic government of On- 
‘io, by its actions and by its lack of comment and com- 
itment to it, indicating that it does not have that sense of 
gency behind law and order. That has to be one of the 
ndamental concerns of everybody in this province. They 
ant us as legislators to break down the partisan walls that 
parate us and stand up together and say we are in favour 
what is right for society, that we have a strong justice 


system, that we are going to build a justice system that is 
going to defend the rights of all people in this province. 
That is what has to happen here and throughout the prov- 
ince as a whole. So when we have a police services board 
we are there, through them, allowing the public to be con- 
tinually reflected in the service that they are being pro- 
vided, the sense that there is someone there who cares 
about them. We care, and the people in the province of 
Ontario want to know that once we are elected we have not 
forgotten about law and order. 

That is where the member. for Leeds-Grenville has 
been coming from in his presentation. He cares an awful 
lot, and I thank him immensely for that kind of leadership. 
That is what we are looking for from the Solicitor General 
and this government. Let’s not just have empty words. 
Let’s have some sense of being behind this process. 

I cannot believe there has not been a real outcry of 
people having a sense of worry about the police forces 
across this province. First of all, we are seeing an exodus 
of Metro Toronto Police officers leaving the Metro force, 
and I am seeing it in my own York region area. It might be 
happening in other areas, but I do not have enough data to 
substantiate that. 

The fact is that on 7 February the recent statistics show 
that 70 police officers left the Metro Toronto Police Force 
to work in other parts across the province, compared to 44 
last year, to 26 the year before, to 13. The number of people 
who are leaving the Metro Police Force is increasing. 

Come on. We cannot continue to have that: these men 
and women, experienced in the law, experienced in the 
administration of it, just allowed to slip away quietly. 
Come on. We need to be there to understand that there are 
fundamental reasons that are undermining their confidence 
in the system, and we have to help rebuild that. 

That is part of the reason why our legislators supported 
the police services boards, so that there would be a group 
out there that would say, “Hey, look, we understand there 
are needs of the police force, but also of society,” and keep 
them in balance in harmony, and where there are problems, 
then they will be dealt with. 

Instead, this government, through the kind of appoint- 
ment process to the Metropolitan Toronto Police Services 
Board, has given another kind of message to the police 
force. They have said, “We are going to appoint Susan 
Eng.” 

I do not know Ms Eng except through things I have 
read in the media and seen on TV, and also because she 
has seemed, according to my understanding of things, not 
to be supportive of the defend-and-protect role of police 
people. If that is the case, do we now have someone in 
charge of the Metropolitan Toronto Police Services Board 
who is, in fact, not going to be there to help make it a 
stronger force and a stronger society? 

I do not want to hold the police force up against soci- 
ety. The two have to be weighed out and balanced out 
together. But if they have got someone who is now run- 
ning the Metropolitan Toronto Police Services Board who 
does not embody the same concerns, the same empathy, 
the same sense of balance that is wanted for this, then what 
they have done is self-destruct that services board as it 
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affects the police services delivery in the Metropolitan To- 
ronto area. That is a concern and a problem. 

In politics there is one lesson that we learn very 
quickly, that perception is reality. If it is perceived that the 
board is weak and it has been weakened in its role and its 
delivery of services not only to the public but to the police 
themselves, then is one in fact destroying the delicate bal- 
ance that takes place, where they are saying, “Hey, we 
want to have all the facts and all the information.” 

It is the sense, rightly or wrongly, but it is the percep- 
tion that comes with the appointment of Susan Eng and the 
special dispensation that was given her in not having to 
swear an oath to the Queen, and the surrounding circum- 
stances of her services or lack thereof, or the type of service. 

Again, I am having to deal with the perception that I 
have, along with anyone else who has watched the Toronto 
scene, that this is not one who really takes into consider- 
ation the kind of things that a John MacBeth would have 
had when he served on the police commission, an out- 
standing Canadian who had served as Solicitor General, 
who had served in government, who had served in local 
politics, who was proven and known. Now we are having 
people appointed to major positions, where there is a sus- 
picion attached to them. 

That is the worry that I have around the appointments. 
Let there be no doubt that when people who are appointed 
to a position of any kind, if they are there and embody all 
the best that society has to bring, then there will not be a 
cloud of suspicion that surrounds them. That is the percep- 
tion around the appointment of Susan Eng. 

It is also the perception around other appointments by 
the New Democratic government where, in fact, it would 
seem it is making a wholesale effort to appoint certain 
kinds of people who are either card carrying members of 
their party or who are active— 


Mr Hope: Cheap shot. 
Mr Cousens: Cheap shot, says my friend. 


Mr Hope: You were doing an excellent job up until 
then. 


Mr Cousens: Right up until when I lost you, eh? 


The Deputy Speaker: Order. Will the member for 
Markham please address his remarks to the Chair. 


1640 


Mr Cousens: Well, when you lose one listener and 
there is only one listening to you, you are in real trouble. 

Mr Johnson: I’m listening. 

Mr Cousens: Oh, there is a second one. 

Here is the problem we have got. It is the perception of 
the appointments process. When it is flawed, it flaws the 
whole system to which that person is then attached. 

I challenge the government, I challenge the Premier 
and the ministers, who have such great responsibility to 
keep this province strong, that when they are making ap- 
pointments, they make every effort to see that the people 
who are there are ones who are going to have that kind of 
character and integrity and the ingredients and the back- 
ground that are not going to cause any suspicion or any 
cloud or any worry; that the perception that will be carried 
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from their appointment will be one that is positive ang 
good. i 
We have got to do something within the police services 
board to give encouragement to our police. I just canno}! 
believe the number of Metro officers during the past yeai 
who risked their lives, when men and women go out i 
uniform or out of uniform. We saw this with the recen\| 
incident in Toronto where a Metro undercover officer was} 
shot and is still recovering in hospital. In fact, if he ig 
watching, may I wish him well. Constable Dee I think is| 
his name, and may he have a full and complete recovery, 
Certainly in this Legislature we respect the kind of service 
that he has been giving. With the fact that he had to be 
injured while in office, he certainly will go down as one of 
the courageous officers who has served our community 
when the list is made up for 1991. | 
But look at some of these people: Constable Dennis 
Yueng was savagely beaten and told he was going to di 
when robbers of an Asian gaming room found that an 
undercover officer was present. In fact, a gun was shoved 
in his mouth and fired but did not discharge. That is th 
kind of thing that could happen when an officer goes out to 
work. | 
What are we doing about it as legislators? I think we 
have to say: “Thank you for being there. How terrible to 
go through it, and may the police services board have a 
sense of understanding of the kind of danger that you are’ 
living with.” | 
Constable Rudy Besser had a gun held to his head by a 
bandit who crept up behind him. Besser turned around and 
fired two shots first. 


Mr Stockwell: Rudy Besser? I went to school with 
him. I played hockey with him. 


to school with Constable Besser. Here is another person 
who has to stand tall in our society. | 

Constable John Dorey chased Asian youth gang mem- 
bers he spotted with meat cleavers and guns. He was fired 
on but was saved by a bullet-proof vest. That happened 
last year in Toronto. 

Constable Anthony Kanapa helped trap a gang of her- 
oin traffickers and a price was put on his head. His life is 
still in danger. | 

Constables David Malcolm and Angelo Peruzza 
squashed a burglary ring when they spotted a stolen car. 
Their lives were in danger since they found four guns and 
$200,000 in jewellery. They later recovered four stolen 
cars. 

This goes on and on, where our society is protected by 
a large number of people who are not as recognized as 
they should be by society. Hopefully, through the police 
services board, we will find a way in which society will 
begin to work with police forces. 

Through our own efforts in the last number of years— 
in fact it was my own private member’s bill back in 1981- 
82 that brought in support from this Legislature for the 
Neighbourhood Watch program. Neighbourhood Watch is 
now something that we have in many parts of the province 
where neighbours look out for the interests of the whole 
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SB scnity, and if they see something that is suspicious, a 
«they do not recognize, a person they do not recognize, 
‘y have a system of calling the police and then helping 
: neighbourhood protect itself. 

We have also had a way within our community of hav- 

x the Block Parent program, another community in- 
lvement, where the community is saying, “We want to 
ip the police process so that we as a community are not 
jt saying it’s someone else’s responsibility; it’s the man 
woman in blue who has to do it.” No, the community is 
ying, “We owe it our own children and our own commu- 
y to have a strong Block Parent program.” 
In fact, on that issue I know that the Block Parent 
gram is in real difficulty right now in not being able to 
id sufficient volunteers to keep that program going. 
lere are many people in this province who do not under- 
ind it, and it is an issue in which the Solicitor General 
uld have a very important role to play in giving extra 
pport to the Block Parent program so that when Septem- 
r comes along, more and more people from our commu- 
ies will begin to say, “I want to get involved with Block 
rents.” It does not just happen. It will happen through 
> help and support of every member in our Legislature, 
ing our newsletter to our own constituents, and it will 
0 involve our own Solicitor General saying, “Here’s 
me funding to help these organizations,” such as Block 
rents, such as Neighbourhood Watch, which really could 
t exist without that extra support and financial assistance 
it can come from the ministry. 

What we have to do is make sure it is not an us and 
-m relationship between the public and the police forces. 
hen we established the police services boards, there was 
sense in which there would be some kind of working 
sether of the community and the police forces, and I do 
t think we are doing it well enough. There has to be far 
sre involvement by the whole community in the sense of 
ying that when we are together as a community and 
meone feels vulnerable or attacked by the system, we 
ve methods by which the community can then dial in to 
ommittee or a group under the police services board or 
der the police itself to say: “I have a problem. Here’s 
w I want it dealt with.” 

We have within our own region a tremendous effort 
ing taken by York Regional Police to involve the com- 
inity as a whole. Though I am complimentary of it, it is 
t going far enough, because there are still people out 
re who have come from other countries and are immi- 
ants in this country who still do not think the police are 
re to serve them and to help them. Maybe they feel 
eatened because in other countries, if a knock on the 
or came at night and it could have been a policeman or a 
licewoman, it was not going to be a pleasant call. Today 
» have a sense that we should be helping them under- 
nd the role of all the police in all our community. 

I am concerned that if we do not begin to work to- 
ther as a society, there are many forces that will under- 
ne the strong society we want to have. There is no doubt 
it the business of drugs is a very fierce, competitive 
siness, stealing the lives away of young people and of 
ople of all ages. 


The Deputy Speaker: Order, please. I listened to you 
very attentively, and I have also read the amendment to the 


- act. I would suggest that you stick to that. 


Mr Cousens: J thank you, Mr Speaker, and it ties into 
the role that these people will play when they are ap- 
pointed to the police services board. When they are ap- 
pointed to the police services board, they will then have a 
chance to not only accept the appointment and the com- 
pensation that goes with it, and also the kind of special 
attention that it gives them from the province, I want to 
make sure that they understand the role they have to fulfil 
once they are on that board. That is certainly part of this 
bill, and that is why I am going into the community rela- 
tionship for which the police services board was originally 
established, so that there is that working through into the 
community. That is what I am talking about, and I think 
that is very relevant to the bill. 

If I may, I would like to make just a few more com- 
ments in that regard. I know there are other people who 
want to speak on other bills, but the fact of the matter is 
that we have an opportunity in this House to show leader- 
ship on the delivery of police services in this province. 


‘That has to be a challenge we all fulfil, and may it be a 


challenge that goes beyond just the working through of 
definitions of responsibility. When we have that chance as 
leaders in our own community, may we make sure that we 
are breaking down the walls that separate people from the 
law and that we build into our society a greater sense of 
respect for law and order. 

The system is flawed now, when the government 
makes flawed appointments where the perception then be- 
comes that the appointee to a police services board is not 
necessarily the right person. That in itself is undermining a 
very good system. I challenge the government to review 
how it is doing these appointments so that when it does 
make them it is choosing the best of society, for the best of 
reasons, so that we can continue to build an even stronger 
society for all generations to come. 
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Mr Hope: Just dealing with some of the comments of 
the member for Markham, he made some very good points 
at times until he got on to the partisan issue. I think he 
brings out some very important points, talking about the 
policewomen and policemen of the province. My father- 
in-law was a retired OPP officer, which I am very proud 
of, but everybody seems to forget, when they look at the 
boards in themselves, there is also the family that is in- 
volved, the working stress. 

We talk about the service boards being in place before 
and how positive that was. One of the unfortunate parts is 
that most of the time the workers have to go to arbitration 
just to get collective agreements in place to be compen- 
sated for those moneys they are well deserving of. As they 
talk about how well it worked in the past, I think there are 
more things we have to concentrate on. 

As I listen to my father-in-law—it is not too often we 
listen to one another, but we do—he raises some very good 
points. I also listen to his wife, who raises a number of 
concems, such as a single parent raising children. We must 
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make sure we address those concerns and the general pub- 
lic as a whole will fall in line with the police services of 
the province and of small municipalities. 

Because of the issue that has been raised in this prov- 
ince about tax revolts, the unfortunate part is the reforms, 
or whatever we want to call them. I think there was also 
something of the Conservative Party that talks about taxes. 
They have put a lot of pressure on small communities 
dealing with the issue of police services in those small 
communities. They talk very well here, but we have a lot 
of problems in our small communities and dealing with 
service boards in the past. I think some of the issues have 
to be addressed in the future to make sure a positive ap- 
proach is there. 


Hon Mr Wildman: I just wanted to say to the mem- 
ber how much I enjoyed listening to him and realized that 
finally we were going to deal with the issues. He is re- 
questing that the member for Cambridge act as Solicitor 
General, a position of leadership in this province. It is 
good that finally the opposition recognizes the kind of 
work the Solicitor General can do, and is behind him every 
inch of the way with regard to the support of the policing 
in this province. 


Mr Cousens: I thank the member for Chatham-Kent 
for his comments because he brings a perspective to the 
issue. It has to do with the delivery of the services to the 
police forces themselves. You cannot just come along and 
say, “Hey, we’re going to back you up philosophically.” 
There has to be a financial commitment as well to those 
people out there. As they get into salary negotiations and 
have a constant feeling of stress that they are not being 
fairly treated, we have to make sure those situations are 
addressed fairly, honestly and openly. 

Sometimes we have tried to push those things under 
the carpet and said, “Hey, you’re doing a good job out 
there,” and then did not come back to make sure their 
grievances and concerns, the time they are spending away 
from their homes, the stress and the other problems that 
come out in their own personal lives, were held in balance. 
They have to be in balance as well so that we are not just 
taking all the time. We have to give back to them their fair 
share. It has to do with establishing priorities for the gov- 
ernment, and for all of us to understand that our society 
can only be strong when we reaffirm and strengthen the 
fundamental values that make it strong. 

I think the member raises another point: how the fami- 
lies of the police forces worry, their time alone, the time 
when their loved one, be it father, spouse or whatever, is 
away and working. There is a sense of dedication that has 
the worry to it of what will happen to them. Let’s not 
forget they are part of the issue. I think they need to have 
the encouragement from us as well that we are standing up 
for them, that we believe in them and that we appreciate 
what they are doing to help make it a strong society. The 
member for Chatham-Kent and I do not agree on some 
things, and that is probably what makes this a better place. 


Hon Mr Hampton: I only want to make these com- 
ments in wrapping up. The members should all appreciate 
that the purpose of this housekeeping amendment is to tidy 


up the act so that we will not be wasting time and mon 
that could otherwise be better spent on duplicating heaj| 
ings of police boards of inquiry. For some of those me 
bers who want to see a dedication of more funding toward} 
community policing and to policing in general, this act wi} 
to some extent enable us to do that, because it will gu 
against the possibility that we may have to duplicate polic 
boards of inquiry due to a problem in the act. I thank t 
members for their comments and for being mercifull 
short. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. | 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. | 
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La motion de troisiéme lecture est également adoptée 


MORTGAGES AMENDMENT ACT, 1990 


Resuming the adjourned debate on the motion for sed 
ond reading of Bill 40, An Act to amend the Mortgage 
Act. | 


Mr Harnick: The Mortgages Amendment Act, Bi 
40, is an act designed to protect tenants in the event that 
mortgagor defaults on a mortgage, and a mortgagee be 
comes in effect the landlord for the tenants remaining i 
the demised premises. 

We have to understand that there are several differer 
types of rental accommodation. We have large, multi-unj 
buildings, single-family homes, duplexes, fourplexes an 
basement apartments. This act causes me some conside 
able concern in that it affects a landlord’s ability to loo! 
after maintaining the premises he has by way of mortgag) 
money, . | 

It also affects the availability and supply of affordabli 
rental housing and affordable homes. It is not just confine 
to availability of rental accommodation; it is the ability fo 
a person to afford a home that is affected by this act. Thi 
act, although laudable in some respects, should not havi 
anything to do with single-family or single residentia 
dwellings, which I basically classify as single-family homes 
duplexes, triplexes, fourplexes or basement apartments. 

This bill is making a lender of money for mortgagi 
purposes reluctant to lend that money. It is putting the onu 
on the mortgagee that he may become a landlord and ma‘ 
have to comply with the Landlord and Tenant Act in th 
event that the mortgagor, who is paying him, defaults oi 
the mortgage. In many cases he has not gone looking t 
get into this situation and has not lent money to a mortga 
gor expecting to end up in a landlord and tenant situation. 

I know the Attorney General has been provided witl 
some very detailed information about this bill and abou 
how it could be made better. One of the entities with con 
cerns about this bill is the Canadian Bankers’ Association 
I would like to review a letter of 3 April 1991 addressed t 
the Attorney General, expressing these concerns and point 
ing out a few of the difficulties that the association see: 
with this bill. 

It is concerned that the bill deals with single-famil 
homes, and it believes an exemption should be made fo 
single-family homes that would include a house containinj 
up to three subsidiary units. I might add that there was : 
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sce in one of the Toronto newspapers a short while ago 
licating that there were 14,000 basement apartments in 
> city of Scarborough alone. 


Mr Stockwell: And all illegal. 


Mr Harnick: They are illegal, but that is not why I 
‘int this out. Why I point this out is that those 14,000 
artment units supply an awful lot of affordable housing. 
‘mortgagors cannot get money to buy those homes and 
at those apartments because mortgagees are affected by 
is act and do not want to permit the mortgaging of prem- 
2s which in some way will be used by a tenant, then 

se 14,000 units could become non-existent, and that is 

ily in Scarborough. 
I put it to everyone here that we probably have more 
sement apartments in North York, more still in Toronto 
d probably an equal number in Etobicoke. If we take just 
ose cities alone, we probably have somewhere around 
),000 or 80,000 affordable units of housing that could be 
fected in a detrimental way by this act. 


_ The Canadian Bankers’ Association goes on to say: 


“A mortgagee in possession can only give the 60-day 
‘tice of termination to a tenant when a binding agreement 
purchase and sale has been entered into with the pur- 
laser. Under Bill 40, tenants can reside in a single-family 
yme for many months following the mortgage default, 
pending on the difficulty that the mortgagee and the 
yme Owner encounter in selling the property. The oppor- 
nity to give the notice and take vacant possession should 
Yt, however, be restricted to circumstances where a bind- 
g agreement of purchase and sale has been entered into. 
lis deprives a mortgagee in possession of the option of 
lling a home in a vacant condition. This will disadvan- 
ge mortgagors and mortgagees in circumstances where 
e sale of a vacant house can secure a better price than the 
le of the house when occupied. 


“The amendment also restricts the ability of vendors 
id purchasers to arrange closing dates on house pur- 
ases. The provision will seriously inconvenience pur- 
lasers who require vacant possession on closing within 
) days of the date of the agreement of purchase and sale. 
lis 60-day period following the agreement seems partic- 
arly unfair to purchasers if the tenant has continued to 
side in the house for several months while the mortgagee 
ed to sell the property.” 


The bankers’ association has some considerable con- 
ms about termination of the tenancy. Section 51 of the 
ll makes reference to a notice of termination under sec- 
mn 105 of the Landlord and Tenant Act. Section 105 of 
at act provides that a landlord must provide 60 days’ 
tice “where a landlord...requires possession of residen- 
il premises, at the end of (a) the period of the tenancy; or 
) the term of a tenancy for a fixed term.” The proposed 
bsection 51(4) of the Mortgages Act, on the other hand, 
ovides that the 60-day notice of termination is effective 
egardless of any fixed term of tenancy.” The bankers’ 
sociation states that in its view, subsection 51(4) would 
improved if the words “notwithstanding section 105 of 


the Landlord and Tenant Act” were added at the beginning 
of the provision. 

The other concern that is expressed by the Canadian 
Bankers’ Association is that of monitoring. It states that the 
bill should be amended to require a mortgagor to respond 
to a mortgagee’s request for tenancy information at any 
time, not just when default occurs. 

Essentially, what they are saying is that a mortgagee 
should always have the opportunity to ask and find out, if 
the mortgagee so desires, what the rental condition of the 
premises might be. Is there going to be a tenant there? 
Surely a mortgagee is entitled to know that before advanc- 
ing money on a mortgage. As a result of Bill 40, informa- 
tion about possible tenancies will be of great importance to 
mortgagees. Only by obtaining this information will mort- 
gagees be able to accurately assess their ability to realize 
upon mortgaged security in the circumstances of a mort- 
gage default. 

The bill provides no assistance to a mortgagee in its 
task of monitoring whether mortgaged property is being 
used as residential rental property, and this impedes the 
ability of the lender to protect the value of the loan asset. 
This concerns me because essentially this bill provides a 
situation where the mortgagee is deliberately left in the 
dark. There is a built-in ability to hide information from 
the person who is loaning the money so that the single- 
family residential home can be purchased in the first place. 
The very idea that information can be sanctioned to be 
hidden is very unpalatable. 

The bankers’ association recommends that the bill pro- 
vide a statutory obligation on mortgagors to provide the 
information about the existence of residential tenancies 
when so requested by a mortgage lender, and that is not 
something that is unusual. 


Hon Mr Pouliot: Bankers would think this, Charles. 


Mr Harnick: The Minister of Mines is saying, “Well, 
that’s something that typically a banker would say.” I put it 
to the Minister of Mines that if he were loaning money on 
a property so that someone could afford to purchase it, and 
if he were taking a mortgage back, he would be very con- 
cerned to know everything he possibly could about that 
property so that he would be sure his interest in that prop- 
erty was protected. That is just obvious; it is basic com- 
mon sense. 

This has nothing to do with just a bank loaning money. 
This has everything to do with a private investor who is 
loaning money so that people can afford to buy a home. 
All this is doing is saying, “Please just tell us whether 
you’re going to be renting out the premises or not.” That is 
all it says. There is nothing heinous about that. There is 
nothing sinister about that. It is just a basic distrust that 
this government has about people who enter into the com- 
mercial world and run a commercial enterprise. 

Another very significant area that the bankers’ associa- 
tion points out to the Attorney General is that Bill 40 con- 
tains transitional provisions that apply the legislation 
retroactively to mortgagees who become mortgagees in 
possession of residential premises on or after 26 January 
1990. As of that date, a mortgagee in possession is required 
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to give notice of possession according to the Landlord and 
Tenant Act. As of 20 December 1990, this requirement 
also applies to residential premises that are single-family 
homes. The amendments will apply to existing mortgages, 
thereby changing the terms of existing mortgage agree- 
ments. So in midstream, under contract, where people 
have contracts between one another, those contracts are 
going to be changed. 

Loans that have been advanced by mortgage lenders on 
the basis of one set of risk factors will be retroactively 
affected by new risk factors imposed by the legislation. 
This is especially serious where a lender has lent funds on 
the security of a single-family home only to find that the 
home does not qualify as a single-family home under the 
legislation. 


1710 

Bill 40 will have a significant impact on mortgage 
lending practices. For this reason, the legislation will re- 
quire lenders to train staff and develop new lending proce- 
dures throughout their branch systems in Ontario, and 
banks and other financial institutions will require a reason- 
able period of time to implement these changes. 

The Canadian Bankers’ Association strongly recom- 
mends that Bill 40 come into force only on proclamation 
and should apply only to loans made after the day on 
which the legislation takes effect. This would provide 
lenders with the time necessary to adapt to the new lending 
environment created by the legislation and to ensure its 
orderly implementation. 

This legislation is going to affect the supply of rental 
property. It is going to affect the ability of landlords of 
rental property to obtain mortgage money to maintain their 
property. Even more so, it is going to affect the ability of 
individuals to go out and purchase affordable homes, be- 
cause they are going to say, when they have to present that 
mortgage application to either the institutional lender or 
the private lender, whether they are going to have to rent 
part of those premises to be able to afford to make the 
mortgage payments. 

When they say, “I plan to put an apartment in my 
basement and I plan to rent that apartment out so that I can 
afford the mortgage,” the mortgagee is going to say: “I 
don’t want anything to do with this loan, because if you 
happen to default on your mortgage then I will be a mort- 
gagee in possession. I will not be able to sell the property 
with vacant possession, and therefore I will not extend the 
loan for your mortgage.” 

So this bill has a detrimental effect in the instances 
where we are dealing with single-family residences. I do 
not have any qualms, and no one in my party has any 
qualms, about protecting tenants in the situation where a 
mortgagor defaults. It is quite obvious that you cannot 
have a mortgagor default on a mortgage and allow a mort- 
gagee to come in and throw everybody out of the building. 

There is no question that this aspect of the bill is sup- 
ported by our party. What we do not support is the fact that 
the government is hurting innocent tenants, innocent land- 
lords and innocent home owners by not distinguishing— 


Hon Mr Wildman: Innocent banks. 


Mr Harnick: Yes, and banks as well. Banks are leng 
ers, as are private lenders. The government is affecting a 
of those people by including private residential homes i 
this legislation. 

Essentially, a person who becomes a mortgagee in pos) 
session of residential premises is deemed to be a landlor), 
and is subject to any existing tenancy agreements and tj 
the provisions of part IV of the Landlord and Tenant Ac 
The mortgagor ceases to be the landlord; the mortgagee jj) 
required to give notice in writing of the change in th| 
landlord. That is set out in sections 45 and 46. 

A mortgagee may require a tenant to pay the rent to th) 
mortgagee on or after default under the mortgage, after th} 
mortgagee serves notice on the tenant. It is not clea 
whether that notice is the same notice as the notice of th 
change of landlords. The mortgagee is given certain right| 
to inspect the mortgage premises, to require production 0} 
tenancy agreements and to obtain particulars of th) 
mortgagor’s tenants, all of which rights can be exercised a) 
any time after default and notwithstanding section 40 
the Mortgages Act. 

I said earlier, why are we hiding the particulars of ten 
ancies in single-family residential homes, and not provid 
ing a mortgagee, who after all has lent money in goo 
faith, the opportunity to find out about tenancy agreemen 
before he advances the money? Why are we allowing 
system that hides information? 

The mortgagee is given certain rights to inspect thi 
mortgage premises and to require production of the ten 
ancy agreements, but only after default. The mortgage 
may apply to the court for an order requiring compliance: 
where the mortgagor or the mortgagor’s tenants do no 
provide the information and documents requested. How: 
ever, such conduct by the mortgagor or the mortgagor’ 
tenants is not an offence under the act. 

The mortgagee of a single-family home, not a duple) 
or a triplex, that is subject to a tenancy agreement has the 
right to obtain possession on behalf of a purchaser whe 
undertakes in writing that he requires the home for the 
purpose of occupation by himself, his spouse, a child, 01 
parent. The mortgagee in possession may, on reasonable 
notice and at reasonable times, show to a prospective put: 
chaser a single-family home that is tenanted. 

One cannot help noting that some of the provisions Oo 
this act are vague and ambiguous. The court is charged tc 
make an order requiring compliance which appears to be 
in the nature of a mandatory injunction. Why not simply 
impose such penalties for breach as the mortgagee faces? 
Again, the court may vary or set aside a tenancy agree- 
ment, but the judge shall have regard to the interests of the 
tenant and the mortgagee. Is the court going to become 
another rent review board when being asked to decide 
what to do with the sweetheart lease to the mortgagor’s 
brother? How is the practice and substance of the writ of 
possession, which speaks to the land and building irrespec- 
tive of the occupants or defendants, to be modified to ac- 
commodate this new method of taking possession? 

As I referred to earlier, one of the most obnoxious 
provisions of the legislation is its retroactivity to 20 De- 
cember 1990 in the case of a single-family home and to 26 
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juary 1990 in the case of all other residential premises. 
Ipefally mortgagees who have evicted the mortgagor’s 
‘ants under writs of possession lawfully issued and exe- 
-ed under the current law will avoid liability for fines 
jrause they did not become a mortgagee in possession 
‘ore obtaining possession of the residential premises 

‘suant to such writs. 

‘I do not plan to belabour this issue, but I do point out 
't the subject of mortgages is difficult and complicated. I 
‘ow the Attorney General studied mortgages in law 
jool, and I know that his experience with mortgages 
wuld attest to that. I merely point out, as I indicated ear- 
t, that the aspects of this bill that deal with multiple 
idential tenancy properties are laudable in the main. 

| I urge the Attorney General to consider making excep- 
ns and being amenable to amendments dealing with sin- 
: residential tenancy properties. 

I will be asking that this bill go to committee of the 
iole, and I will be proposing certain amendments deal- 
x with residential single-family dwellings. I hope that the 
torney General will instruct and advise his party mem- 
rs about the intent of those amendments and that he 
nself will consider them, because, as I said earlier, when 
- are dealing with those single residential units, to affect 
> ability to obtain a mortgage on those units is going to 
ect the ability to maintain those units for tenants. 

It is also going to affect the ability of a person who 
shes to purchase a home to obtain the mortgage financ- 
y he is going to need either from a bank or privately. If a 
ider finds out that a tenant will be using the property and 
iting part of the demised premises, then the lender as- 
mes a greater risk because of this act, and a lender will 
t want to advance mortgage moneys in that circum- 
ince. The person who needs that tenant living in the 
artment in the basement is not going to be able to get the 
tgage money, and if he has to have a tenant to pay that 
irtgage, he is really met with a catch-22 situation. 

I would urge the Attorney General to consider the 
sendments I will be proposing. I would urge him to con- 
ler bringing forward amendments of his own based on 
me of the legitimate information he has been provided 
th dealing with the single-family residential premises 
sect of this bill. I urge the Attorney General to certainly 
nsider that aspect because I think legitimately the bill 
n be made better. 
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Mr Elston: In the absence of our critic, I rise to indi- 
fe that some of the items which have been reviewed by 
» member for Willowdale were of concern to us as well. 

one point this bill was introduced in another form, as I 
all, and there has been— 


An hon member: In another world. 


Mr Elston: —in another world. As the world turns, 
metimes legislation takes a different turn, as it were, 
elf, and here we find the issue of the single-family resi- 
nce, of course, has been introduced into the legislation. 
om a lot of perspectives it causes a certain degree of 
ncern because—as has been indicated not only by the 
smber for Willowdale but also in a more indirect manner 


by the member for Etobicoke West through his out-of- 
order but timely interjections from the sidelines—it di- 
rectly affects the willingness of the market to provide 
some investment opportunities with respect to money 
needed for people to purchase houses. 

We are concerned that there are difficulties inherent in 
introducing that because it complicates the acquisition of 
affordable housing in a way which sometimes is probably 
not helpful to a lot of people these days. While we see the 
drop in the interest rate that has propelled a new series of 
housing starts which, from my perspective anyway, is a 
positive sign for the province, it none the less means that 
as you complicate the arrangements required to obtain the 
necessary financing, you again begin to dampen the enthu- 
siasm in the market. 

It is interesting, of course, that we view a market econ- 
omy as essential to the wellbeing of Ontario. We view the 
necessity of establishing very firmly a need for a market 
economy to remain as able as it can to generate the activity 
required to keep our economy—to in this case generate 
more activity. We see some problems with this bill intro- 
ducing new complications that might stifle the develop- 
ments along that line. 

Other parts of the bill are quite clearly the work of a 
previous administration, our administration, and we had 
brought them to deal with certain problems which had 
been well known, to concerns well shared in this House 
before the election of 6 September. For that reason, of 
course, we support the bulk of it with the concerns which 
have been expressed about single-family dwellings being 
added. 

That perhaps is sufficient for me to indicate to the 
House where our party is in relation to the bill. I under- 
stand this will be referred to committee of the whole 


‘House. If my understanding is correct, that will give some 


time for others in our party to make some comments with 
respect to other sections which are of particular interest to 
them. 

I wish to congratulate, even briefly, the member for 
Willowdale for his analysis, as he has taken us fairly well 
through a good number of the sections. 

We do not always agree with the members to our left, 
philosophically right, but on occasion we do appreciate the 
amount of work they have done to analyse, from their 
point of view, the issues. In this forum the important item 
is always to raise the issues for consideration, not neces- 
sarily to underscore agreement in each case, but to allow 
the people in the province to understand full well that 
while the issue is raised there is debate around the critical 
elements of the issue and that at one stage or another a 
vote finally determines where the House will fall on any 
particular item. 

I very much respect the work of the member for 
Willowdale and I look forward to committee of the whole 
House deliberations which will allow us to do a few things 
with clause-by-clause. 

Mr Ruprecht: | appreciate the research done by the 
member for Willowdale. He should be congratulated for 
what he has done for all of us who look at this bill in great 
detail. 
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When the Attorney General makes his comments, I 
would especially like to know what he thinks about the 
retroactivity of this bill, which goes back to 28 December 
1990. I am wondering if the Attorney General is able to 
tell this House, when he makes his comments, whether a 
number of people are going to be affected by this immedi- 
ately. Perhaps he can tell us how many people this bill will 
affect from 28 December 1990 until today. If he could 
possibly make those comments I would very much appre- 
ciate it. 

Once again, I want to thank our own member for Bruce 
and the member for Willowdale for the research he has 
performed because I think this will help all of us to make 
this a better bill. 


Mr Tilson: As I understand it, the intent of the exist- 
ing law is that if you are a mortgagee who has gone into 
possession of property for any purpose whatsoever and 
there are tenants on the premises, they can be evicted im- 
mediately, as opposed to the obligations of a landlord 
under the Landlord and Tenant Act. 

I understand the intent of the legislation and, as the 
member for Bruce has indicated, the previous government 
announced it would change this rule effective in January 
1990 to essentially resolve the fact so that mortgagees in 
possession would be bound by eviction rules as applied to 
landlords. 

However, as I understand it from the previous an- 
nouncement by the Liberal government, this proposal 
would not affect the rights of mortgagees of single-family 
homes with no tenancies at the time of the mortgage. I do 
not believe the previous legislation went this far. 

The policy reflected in this current bill now before the 
House goes far beyond the announcement of January 
1990, and applies to all the rights and obligations of the 
Landlord and Tenant Act to mortgagees in possession and 
tenants of the mortgaged premises. It extends to residential 
premises including the single-family homes. 
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Ms Poole: I am delighted to make some comments on 
An Act to amend the Mortgages Act. As my colleague the 
member for Bruce has pointed out, this legislation in an- 
other form was actually introduced in this House almost a 
year and half ago. The legislation is designed to protect 
tenants whose landlords default on mortgage payments. 

I do not know if any member of this House has ever 
had a building in his riding where the landlord has gone 
bankrupt, but I can tell them that there are very serious 
ramifications. This act provides that mortgagees who take 
possession of residential rental property will be bound by 
the residential tenancy provisions of the Landlord and Ten- 
ant Act as they pertain to evictions, and certainly that pro- 
tection will be very valuable in the days to come. 

In the absence of these amendments, mortgagees 
would be entitled to evict tenants whose leases were en- 
tered into after the date of the mortgage, and the amend- 
ments will prevent eviction without cause and will give 
tenants the normal security of tenure. 

The Liberal Party certainly supports the measures in 
the legislation. They were important then, and in fact we 


rematiee I was somewhat annie this amendment was 
actually added to the act, because as far as I am awarel|i 
there has not been a very large problem with tenants ir} 
condominiums or single-family residences being unfairly); 
evicted when the owner defaults on the mortgage and the) 
new landlord, whether it be a bank or a property develop j 
ment company or an individual mortgagee, exercises its| 
legal authority to terminate the rental agreement. We really) 
have not seen that as a problem. I am sure in clause-by-; 
clause, as we go into the committee of the whole House, 
that will be debated further. } 


I know that the Federation of Metro Tenants’ Associa-} 
tions has been very supportive of this legislation over the) 
years. In fact, I know they had regular contact with the 
former Attorney General, the member for St George-St) 
David, and their input was key in the Liberal announce-| 

| 


ment of this legislation last year. Certainly the tenant 
movement will be very delighted to see this protection 
added and will commend the NDP aie! for contin- 
uing with this initiative. | 


This legislation would be worth while in the best of] 
times, but I think it is particularly relevant that we finalize 
the legislation as expeditiously as possible, given the cur- 
rent financial and economic climate. With the growing| 
number of bankruptcies, this is indeed going to be a prob-| 


’ lem and a very real one, so the sooner tenants of this} 


province have that protection, the better. 

In conclusion, I would just like to say that we will be 
supporting this legislation and that we in the Liberal cau- 
cus feel it has much to commend it. I say that not because! 
we introduced it, although that is a very strong motivation, | 
but also because I think it is good legislation. I look 7 
ward to continuing the debate. 


Mr Tilson: As the member for Willowdale has indi- 
cated, our party certainly supports the general intent of the 
legislation, with the exception of the fact that the legisla- 
tion extends to all residential premises, which of course 
includes single-family homes, which in turn includes con- 
dominium units. It is for that reason that the member for 
Willowdale will be introducing a proposed amendment for 
the committee to consider. We feel it causes a great many 
problems, and I am not going to repeat the well-thought- 
out and well-presented comments of the member for 
Willowdale. 


Although this is a bill that has been presented by the 
Attorney General, it does affect the overall issue of hous- 
ing in Ontario and the philosophy that is being put forward 
by this government, and specifically the lack of confidence 
that has been created in the investment community. We 
have seen it in Bill 4. We are starting to see it in the new 
permanent legislation, Bill 121, that was introduced this 
week. 


| 


| 12 JUNE 1991 


I think that with this lack of confidence there are going 
»)e more and more individuals, more and more financial 
situtions, more and more lending institutions that are 
ing to be more and more reluctant to invest in the hous- 

stock of this province. Bill 40 is another example that 
soing to create that hesitancy in Ontario. I believe this is 
{ one more way of tightening the noose, as far as the 
Be rnenit community is concerned, with the housing 
ck in Ontario. 

I believe, and I have referred to this certainly during 
Bill 4 debate, that we need private housing in this 
vince, that we need private investment in housing in 
3 province. Bill 4 and Bill 121 have had a major effect 
stern that confidence, and Bill 40 certainly will not 
p. Why invest in the building when your rights to pos- 
‘sion as a mortgagee are going to be jeopardized? 

Tam referring specifically to the single-family unit, the 
ase, as opposed to the multiple dwelling, because there 
ty be a tenancy agreement that may be unpalatable to the 
wtgagee, that the mortgagee may know very little about, 
it may have been created after the owner purchased the 
use or put financing on the house, and if the mortgagee 
ds up acquiring that house through power of sale pro- 
sdings or foreclosure proceedings or some other means, 
will be very difficult for him to protect his investment. 

I believe investors in this type of housing stock will 
4, “Why commit ourselves?” They will take a second 
yk. They will make it more difficult for individuals to 
tain mortgage financing on their property for renova- 
ns, for improving the capital structure of the building to 
1 or resell their property. It is going to be a problem that 
"tgagees are going to look at and take a second look at, 
I would ask the Attorney General to consider the pro- 
sed amendment that is going to be put forward by the 
mber for Willowdale. 

In looking specifically at section 45 of Bill 40, refer- 
ce is made to obtaining title by foreclosure or power of 
e, so I assume, although it is not clear—I hope the 
vernment will take a second look at the interpretation of 
s—that it applies to a mortgagee in possession. Does it 
ply to a mortgagee who forecloses, has title vested in 
n or her or it, or does it apply to a purchaser in a power 
sale proceeding? That section does not refer to that. I 
uld hope that would be dealt with in the committee and 
thaps that section could be cleaned up. 

It seems to me that government legislation such as this, 
hough the intent is to protect the tenant—I understand 
it, because certainly a tenant should be treated equally in 

these types of ventures. But in trying to protect the 
ant, it may result in being unfair to those it was in- 
\ded to protect, including the tenant. 


40 

I believe this entire matter should be reviewed, because 
parties must be considered; otherwise all parties may 
ffer—this was referred to by the member for 
llowdale—both tenants and landlords, because no one 
ll lend on the security of rental property so that it can be 
aired. It may well be that mortgage financing will be 
juired to improve the quality of life of a tenant, to repair 
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the building, and mortgagees will take a second look at 
investing in the single-family house because of this difficulty. 

The other comment that I wish to refer to, and again I 
am referring specifically to how it applies to the single- 
family unit, is that over the years our system has devel- 
oped in foreclosure proceedings and power-of-sale 
proceedings. If a mortgagee wants to sell, for whatever 
reason, whether through power of sale, foreclosure or sim- 
ply acquiring possession, he has to sell to someone who is 
going to have to live there himself. 


That is pursuant to section 51. That section states you 
need to obtain the purchaser’s undertaking in writing. “The 
person described in subsection 45(1)”—and that was the 
section I just referred to—‘“shall obtain from the purchaser 
an undertaking in writing that states that the purchaser 
requires the single-family home or any part of it occupied 
by a tenant for the purpose of occupation by himself or 
herself, his or her spouse or a child,” and it goes on as to 
for whom this must be obtained in writing. You must serve 
this on the tenant, along with the notice of termination, at 
least 60 days in advance of the termination. If the tenants 
do not move out by the termination date, you will have to 
bring an application to evict them. 


That whole process will take anywhere from a mini- 
mum of 30 days to probably a maximum of at least 60 
days. I cannot conceive of any purchaser signing an under- 
taking 60 days ahead of time in the hope that the deal will 
close because the tenants are going to move out. If you are 
a purchaser, you want to move into the place. You are 
going to sell your existing home. You are going to move 
into a new home. You are going to sign an undertaking in 
the faint hope that the tenant will vacate the premises in 60 
days and that the deal will close because the tenants will 
then move out and it will not be necessary to bring an 
application to evict them; if they do not, the owner will 
have to make an application to evict them. 


It is going to cause a great deal of difficulty in the 
commercial real estate world of purchasers who want to 
buy property. They are going to stay away from these 
types of properties. They are going to be very reluctant to 
buy them, so the practical effect, I believe, is that it will 
make it impossible to sell the property except as rental 
property. That may be the real intent of this government. 
That may be what they are really trying to do, so that the 
only way you can sell this type of property is as rental 
property. 

Most transactions today that go through power-of-sale 
proceedings are put through very rapidly. Agreements of 
purchase and sale are prepared and closing dates are set 
forward. Most purchasers are looking at a bargain. They 
want to buy and move in quickly. That is how the system 
works. It is not going to work that way any more because 
of the reluctance of purchasers to sign these types of 
agreements. 


I ask that the members of the government listen to the 
member for Willowdale when he puts forward his amend- 
ment at the committee stage. I do not think the government 
has really thought that problem through, nor the havoc it is 
going to create in the real estate world. 
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Ms Poole: I am very pleased to hear that the member 
for Dufferin-Peel supported the Liberal legislation and that 
the only thing about this legislation that the member for 
Dufferin-Peel, a good Conservative, does not like is the 
NDP amendment to bring in single-family dwellings. I am 
just very happy to see that the Conservatives have finally 
conceded that the Liberal government has done something 
right, and although their acknowledgement of this comes 
somewhat late, we are still delighted that they are able to 
tell us it is so. 


Hon Mr Hampton: There are a few points I would 
like to respond to that some members mentioned earlier in 
the debate. 

First, I would like all members to know that before this 
legislation was introduced, there was a very long consulta- 
tion period with both what you might call organized lend- 
ers and, to a certain extent, less organized lenders. We are 
aware that lenders are not in unanimous agreement with all 
parts of the legislation. However, I think it is worth noting 
that there was not vehement opposition. When we reached 
what we thought was an acceptable compromise, they in- 
dicated that it was still not exactly what they wanted, but 
there was also an indication that they thought they could 
live with it. What you have here is very much compromise 
legislation, and it is compromise legislation with respect to 
the single-family home as well. 

The other general point I would like to make is that, 
really, what this legislation is trying to do is to restore 
tenants who happen to live in mortgaged premises to the 
position that we thought was their position in law in any 
case before an interpretation by a district court at that time 
upset that interpretation of the law. Really, what we are 
trying to do here is put tenants who live in mortgaged 
property on the same footing as tenants who are not living 
in mortgaged property, or at least in property where there 
has been a default on the mortgage. 

There were some specific comments raised and I want 
to respond to those. 

First, there was some commentary on the availability 
of basement apartments. I think it is the case that banks 
generally know that an owner will rent, and banks in fact 
count on the revenue from a basement apartment in mak- 
ing a loan to an owner. I think it is fair to say that banks 
will not throw away the loan business with respect to a 
single-family residence that has a basement apartment. 
They are generally aware that it adds to the income flow 
and of course they are interested in that. 

It is also worth recognizing that the mortgage market is 
a competitive market. If there are timid lenders out there, 
we will find other lenders who are much more aggressive 
and will certainly entertain these types of situations. In any 
case, tenants are not worried about this. 


1750 ' 
I think I should also point out that in terms of the 
ability to resell, the feeling is that the impact on the ability 
to resell will not be extensive and it will not unduly ham- 
per the efforts to resell. 

Finally, a question was asked as to how many people 
will be affected by this. I think what all members need to 
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know is that as the economy enters further and further in! 
a rather severe recession, there are more and more mor} 
gage defaults. We are facing a number of situations whe 
tenants who are living in properties that have been mo 
gaged and the mortgage goes into default are faced wij 
eviction. In fact, the Ottawa newspaper carried a cas 
today. The member for Ottawa East gave me a copy of th 
article from the Ottawa Citizen. It points out that in or 
building alone up to 300 tenants may be facing evictio) | 
Taking that as a guidepost, we are perhaps dealing wit 
thousands of tenants who potentially could be evicte 
Certainly at the Ministry of the Attorney General we ai 
receiving a lot of phone calls asking us about when th 
legislation may go through, because this is legislation thi 
tenants recognize will affect them and will affect them in 
positive way. 

I want to say, finally, that there has been a great deal | 
consultation conducted on this legislation. While we ar 
certainly aware that not everyone is unanimous in the: 
commendation of it, we are of the view that where there 7 
Opposition it is not vehement opposition. Indeed, som 
lenders feel that the effect of the legislation will be negligi 
ble or next to negligible and their concern with the legis 
tion is not great at this time. 

I thank the members for their comments and I loo 
forward to committee of the whole House to conside 
some of the amendments. 


Motion agreed to. 

Bill ordered for committee of the whole House. 

Mr Ruprecht: On a point of order, Madam Speaker 
Just briefly, when I had asked in my question to the Attor 
ney General that he kindly answer the retroactivity of thi 
bill, he nodded kindly. I understood that nod meant hi 
would answer that question, which he did not. I hope tha 
he might in future, before all this will take place. 
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FAMILY SUPPORT PLAN AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 


LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI 
SUR LE REGIME DES OBLIGATIONS ALIMENTAIRES 
ENVERS LA FAMILLE 
Mr Hampton moved third reading of Bill 17, An Ac 
to amend the Law related to the Enforcement of Suppor 
and Custody Orders. 
M. Hampton propose la troisiéme lecture du projet de 
loi 17, Loi portant modification des lois relatives a l’exé 
cution d’ordonnances alimentaires et de garde d’enfants. 


Hon Mr Hampton: I would like to take this opportu 
nity to once again extend my gratitude to all those wh 
helped us develop and improve this piece of legislation 
We have had the benefit of the views and suggestions 0: 
many individuals and organizations. Many people pre 
sented their views to the standing committee on adminis 
tration of justice. Others wrote to us with their comments 
All of the comments and suggestions that we receivec 
were reviewed and considered. Many resulted in importan 
changes to Bill 17, including changes suggested by botl 
Opposition parties. 

I would also like to thank each of the members of the 
standing committee on administration of justice and the 


amittee of the whole House for their assistance. Al- 
ugh the process at times seemed rather slow, a lot of 
ellent work was accomplished. I appreciate the very 
ailed attention given to Bill 17. I think we will all bene- 
from the breadth of experience and knowledge of all of 
se who have participated in this process. 

I especially want to thank my parliamentary assistant, 
) put in a number of weeks of work on this. Some of it, 
n told, was rather painful from time to time. 

The support deduction plan proposed by Bill 17 makes 
apliance with support orders a priority in Ontario. Cur- 
tly, only 36% of cases filed with the support and 
tody orders enforcement program are receiving any 
ney; the balance are receiving nothing. A recent study 
ducted by the federal Department of Justice found that 
roximately one half of divorced women with children 
| total incomes which put them below the poverty line. 
Figures like this are simply unacceptable. The intro- 
tion of support deduction is one way of helping these 
lilies. The changes which are being introduced will re- 
[in more support orders being effectively enforced. To- 
her with these legislative changes, the Ministry of the 
orney General will be launching a public awareness 
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campaign to inform the public about the serious problem 
of support default and its effects. Our goal is to change the 
way society views the importance of paying support and to 
make it clear that the failure to pay support affects us all. 

As I have said before, the introduction of support de- 
duction alone will not solve the massive social problem of 
support default and child poverty. However, it is a step in 
the right direction. It is up to all of us to work together to 
change the attitudes of our peers, friends and co-workers 
and to make it clear that failure to pay support is not 
acceptable. 


I think together we can make a difference and I think 
Bill 17 will go a long way towards making that difference. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 


THIRD READING 
The following bill was given third reading on motion: 


Bill 25, An Act to amend the Planning Act, 1983 and 
the Land Titles Act. 


The House adjourned at 1759. 
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| The House met at 1000. 


_ Prayers. 
| ORDERS OF THE DAY 
PRIVATE MEMBERS’ PUBLIC BUSINESS 


SEWAGE TREATMENT 


_ Mr Johnson moved resolution 16: 

_ That in the opinion of this House, owners of property 
ilizing a septic system or holding tank must, prior to 
fering for sale or changing ownership, provide at their 
yn expense certification indicating that all existing sew- 
je waste systems are operating properly and are non-pol- 
ting at the time of sale or change of ownership and that 
is certificate form part of any listing agreement or legal 
ycument. 


Mr Johnson: This is a very important resolution, I 
slieve. It is, one might say, a rural resolution because it 
ould certainly be of great concern to people living in 
iral Ontario far more than those people living in urban 
ntario. 

The origin of this resolution is the result of a conversa- 
on I had with Lawrie Ackerman, who was representing 
e Prince Edward County Chamber of Commerce, back in 
ther late December or early January. She came to my 
fice and she has been an advocate to improve the envi- 
mment, concerned about the deteriorating water quality, 
oth drinking water and the quality of the water at many of 
ie beaches in the surrounding area. 

She came to my office with a resolution very similar to 
one I have presented, and she asked me if there was 
vy chance that I, as her representative at Queen’s Park, 
juld at some point deal with this. So I am honoured and 
ttainly pleased I have this opportunity to bring forward 
1 idea of one of my constituents. 

I recently met with Lawrie Ackerman and Randy Ellis, 
th from the Prince Edward County Chamber of Com- 
lerce, and had a discussion with them concerning this 
solution. It was modified somewhat and drafted to be 
resented here today. 

This resolution actually comes from New Hampshire. 
is very similar to a bylaw in New Hampshire that met a 
ight resistance in its original form and at its conception. 
fter it has been in effect for a considerable period of 
me, since 1988, the people of New Hampshire are 
leased with the bylaw that is very similar to this resolu- 
on and find it is getting some success and certainly has 
ained acceptance, and hopefully it will improve their en- 
ronment somewhat. We hope if this resolution is sup- 
orted here that it will at least improve the environment of 
ur drinking water and our beaches around the province. 

The intent of the resolution is not for home owners to 
cur a great expense, by any means. In fact, it is just to 
\sure that at the time of sale or the changing of ownership 
f real property the system in place, whether a septic system 
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or a holding tank, will be functioning properly. At present 
there is no law that would suggest this is necessary and 
usually it is just written into an agreement of sale or a 
purchase and sale agreement. 

It is clear that there might be some concern because of 
the cost, and I understand from information that was given 
to me by the chamber of commerce that the departments of 
health believe the actual certificate and investigation of a 
septic tank system or holding tank system would be nomi- 
nal. In fact, the figure of approximately $100 was raised. 
We do not know that for sure, but we know it would not be 
any great expense. Certainly what would be reassuring to 
the buyer would be knowing the systems in place in these 
rural properties would be operating properly and non-pol- 
luting at the time of sale. 

We know that after a change of ownership certain 
things can happen in rural households. Having lived in 
rural Ontario for many years, I am familiar with the 
changes in our sewage systems over a period of time. I 
was raised in a household that had an outhouse or a private 
privy. In fact, the school I went to had what we call a 
two-hole private privy, which was not very romantic or— 
let us put it this way, it was very interesting and it certainly 
was functional. It was probably not particularly polluting, 
either. 

With the advent of septic systems and pressurized 
water systems in rural households, what we have seen are 
septic systems the intent of which was to contain the by- 
products of households and to ensure that whatever was 
released from these septic systems was not going to pollute 
the wells of the householders where they lived. So the 
intent is certainly clear. We want to ensure they are operat- 
ing properly and are non-polluting. 

As I indicated earlier, what may happen is that new 
owners may utilize more water and the function of the 
system may be changed somewhat. People who live m- 
rally use water sparingly because they know wells are not 
always certain sources of water, and so when septic sys- 
tems were in place and rural people used these systems, 
they were quite sure they would not run out of water or 
overuse the system. With the advent of many modern con- 
veniences such as washing machines and dishwashers, of 
course, this has changed somewhat. The intent of the sys- 
tems, and maybe even the efficiency of the systems, is not 
the same as it was at one time. 

The necessity for this is to reduce pollution and we 
think that, although this is not going to reduce pollution 
immediately, as real property in rural Ontario changes 
there will be a need for inspection and certification to en- 
sure that these systems are non-polluting and are function- 
ing properly. Over a period of time many systems will 
have an opportunity to be inspected. Presently, they are 
only inspected if they are thought to be not operating prop- 
erly or creating some pollution, so it is certainly a step 
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towards improving the environment, and that is something 
everyone is concerned about. 
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In rural Ontario, many cottages ring our lakes because 
it is very important for cottages to be close to water. Many 
of the septic systems are close to bodies of water and we 
are finding today that these septic systems are slowly 
leaching pollutants into bodies of water, and the cottagers 
certainly would agree they do not want their water to be 
polluted. They want to be able to swim safely in it, and I 
think they would be favourable to this resolution. 

The resolution was brought before the Prince Edward 
Chamber of Commerce and the Ontario Chamber of Com- 
merce, and it was agreed it was a good resolution and that 
its intent and implementation would be a step towards im- 
proving the environment. 

The Ontario Real Estate Association, too, said it was 
necessary to do some things to improve the environment. 
It thought this resolution would be a minor step, albeit an 
important step, in the direction of ensuring that when real 
estate changes hands the septic systems or the holding 
tanks, if that is what they happen to have, would be operat- 
ing properly and would be non-polluting. That would be a 
guarantee to a purchaser from the vendor, that these sys- 
tems were in fact adequate and operating properly. 

As I indicated earlier, we know that as ownership 
changes peoples’ lifestyles are different, and a system that 
may be operating properly today may not be at some time 
in the near future. Having said that, it is important to real- 
ize that nevertheless all we are trying to do is a monitoring 
and a certification of systems that we know are not perfect 
that cause pollution and that contribute in some way to the 
deterioration of our drinking water and the water quality of 
our beaches. We want to see this reversed. 

If this resolution is adopted and supported, and I hope I 
get the support I need, it will be a step towards improving 
the environment in rural Ontario, a step taken by rural 
Ontario. As I indicated earlier, this is a system urban areas 
would not be affected by, but in rural Ontario and in cot- 
tage country, in areas where people are serviced by wells, 
monitoring would in time make some improvements. 

It is not going to improve the quality of our water or 
reduce pollution dramatically. It is not costly. But it is 
certainly a means by which we can monitor and ensure 
that septic systems are upgraded. It may be necessary, 
when problems are identified, to correct these problems, to 
ensure the systems are operating properly and effectively. 


Mr Offer: Let me say what a pleasure it is for me to 
join in the debate on what I believe to be a very important 
resolution. When we speak to a matter of this nature, we 
are weighing a number of areas. The first is of course the 
impact on the environment. Is this resolution a good reso- 
lution in terms of its impact on the environment? If it is, 
then we go on to consider other aspects, and one aspect, of 
course, is how it is operational and meets its particular 
goal. 

I have read this resolution and I believe, as the member 
has clearly indicated, that this is an important resolution in 
terms of its impact on the environment. I believe that in the 
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which has received support from other organizations, fro 
other areas, and that they recognize what the resolution i 
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it will provide an enhancement, an addition, a more secur(|; 
form of environment, especially in rural communities. 

I think, however, that when we take a look at the reso 
lution, we want to ask a couple of questions. The firs 
question one has to ask concerns the issue of certificatior 
and the expense involved. We want to make certain, in any 
examination for certification, that the expense is not toc 
unwieldly and that the examination is conducted by a per 
son or persons, a business or corporation qualified to con 
duct such a certification. I believe there are thos: 
individuals who are able to do this—they do it as a matte} 
of course, as a matter of carrying on business—and tha! 
the expense in doing so would be not too onerous. | 

We now have two aspects in terms of this resolution 
the first being that it is one which will enhance the envi: 
ronment. The second is that the certification process is 
available, is able to be carried out and is able to be done i ir 
an economical way. 

The third aspect I want to talk about is that this bell 
matter of condition prior to offering for sale or change of 
ownership. It would seem to me that there is an opportu- 
nity right now through real estate agreements for such 4} 
provision to be placed in an agreement of purchase and 
sale. It could be a condition for the successful transaction, 
in regard to a premise, by a vendor to a purchaser thal. 
there be such an inspection, that a certification be obtained, 
and that the transaction be conditional upon that inspection) 
and certification being carried out. In the event that such 
inspection and certification does not take place or that the 
inspection provides that there is a difficulty with the septic 
system or holding tank, the transaction need not be carried 
out and the deposit moneys provided on the signing of the 
agreement of purchase and sale will be returned. That is an 
option right now for a real estate company or agent acting 
for either a vendor or purchaser. 

It would be interesting to take a look at some of the 
educational materials provided by the Ministry of Con- 
sumer and Commercial Relations to real estate agents in 
terms of educational tools regarding this type of clause 
being found in an agreement of purchase and sale. Much 
could be accomplished if real estate agents were specific- 
ally informed of the need for this type of clause, as a 
condition precedent to the successful completion of a 
transaction, being inserted in such an agreement. I believe 
this would be another course to take. I believe the result of 
that type of action would still meet the goals put forward 
by the honourable member, the protection of the environ- 
ment, but it could be done with a more specific, brought- 
home type of endeavour. | 

This type of resolution is important in another capacity. 
Maybe this is a little to the side, but I think it is important. 
When there is a transaction in regard to a premise, there 
are certain aspects which must be brought to the minds of 
both the vendor and the purchaser by the agreement of 
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jirchase and sale and certainly by the agent acting, so that 
2 person who is purchasing the property will be aware of 
‘e system now in place for the septic tank, its operation, 
‘hen it was installed, how it was installed and by whom, 
id how it was kept up. These are certainly important 
jeas when people purchase property. 
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_ First, I believe this type of resolution is one which is 
‘ipportable in terms of its protection of the environment. 
cond, I believe it is supportable because the certification 
one which is achievable. Third, I believe the certification 
-ocess is one which can be obtained at a minimal cost. 
ourth, I believe the impact is a greater awareness one to 
rother, vendor to purchaser, as to the premise being pur- 
aased and all of those things that go with the premise. 

On those four areas, this resolution is surely support- 
ole. I would certainly ask by way of question—I know 
iat is not permissible in this time period, but I think it is 
a area which has to be discussed—about the number of 
idividuals who would be able to provide such a certifica- 
on. I do not think we want in any way to encumber or 
rovide an unnecessary obstacle for houses or cottages 
then being transferred or for the closing date to be unnec- 
ssarily delayed. I do not believe it to be a major issue, but 
believe it is one that certainly should be addressed. 

With this in mind, I can quite easily support this reso- 
ition. In terms of its impact on the environment, in terms 
f the process of certification and the cost to make certain 
jat the certification is accomplished, and in the underly- 
1g increased awareness that purchasers will have with 
endors and vice versa, all will be enhanced by a resolu- 
on of this nature and by its passage. 

I commend the member for the resolution. I believe it 
3 one which will be looked at by many organizations. I 
elieve the member spoke about the chambers of com- 
1erce and the real estate associations, certainly in the rural 
reas. I think that such a matter is one this Legislature can 
nd should wholeheartedly support. I believe it is one 
yhich will forward protection of the consumer in this 
rovince, maybe not in a major way, but certainly in a very 
irect way. I believe all members of this Legislature, as 
ne, support consumer protection, consumer information. 
his type of resolution is one which certainly embraces 
nd forwards that principle. 

In conclusion, I commend the member for this resolu- 
on. For the reasons I have stated, I am prepared to sup- 
ort it. 


Mr Tilson: When we look at the resolution, I think all 
f us in the House can realize the problems in rural and 
ottage communities, where you have septic systems and 
yells, with respect to our environment. I must, in general 
rinciple, congratulate the member for Prince Edward- 
ennox-South Hastings—a tongue-twister—for putting 
lis resolution forward. However, I say that with many 
eservations. If he intends to pursue this, I will look for- 
yard to hearing comments with respect to some of the 
eservations that I propose to put forward. 

This is a problem real estate lawyers around this prov- 
ice in the rural and cottage communities continually look 
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at, the issue of whether a well is potable, whether a septic 
system is in good working condition. Any experienced real 
estate solicitor, if he or she is acting for a purchaser, will 
insist that a clause be put in the agreement of purchase and 
sale that the vendor at the time of closing warrants that the 
well is potable and the water is of sufficient quantity for 
residential use; and further, that the septic system on the 
premises is in good working order. The vendor in some 
cases is unable to provide that warranty. It may well be, for 
example, that the vendor has only been living on the prem- 
ises for a short period of time or may only be living on the 
premises for intermittent periods of time, such as with a 
cottage. 

The question that gives me a great deal of concern with 
respect to this resolution is the whole subject of certifica- 
tion. Who is going to do the certification? Do you hire 
someone? Is the vendor going to hire someone? Is the 
vendor going to hire the health officials from the munici- 
pality? Is there going to be a whole new bureaucracy cre- 
ated in the provincial government to provide the 
certification? 

There are only a few people who can provide this certi- 
fication. When solicitors are instructed by their clients to 
communicate with health authorities in order to have them 
inspect a septic system, those individuals will attend on the 
premises and will look at the septic system as it appears. 
The septic system may be a month old, it may be 20 years 
old, and it becomes physically impossible for these indi- 
viduals to completely certify that a septic system is in good 
working order, particularly in the winter months. How are 
you possibly going to certify a septic system that consists 
of maybe a concrete tank? It may be some other form of 
tank. It may be weeping tiles that go over the entire back- 
yard. There may be a filter bed under the weeper. There 
may be a header that is on the system. The only way that 
the municipal authorities can do it—and they are the only 
ones doing it now that have any authority—is to dig up the 
entire system. 

What happens now, in all practicality, is that those mu- 
nicipalities that do it—because some municipalities will 
not even touch this, for liability reasons; they will not even 
do it, they will not even look at it because of the physical 
impossibility of certifying that a septic system is in good 
working order. What they will do is look at their records as 
to when the system was installed. They will look at the 
physical aspect of the property, as to whether there is any 
ponding; and in the wintertime, let’s be practical, that is 
physically impossible. Then they will write a letter to the 
solicitor or the purchaser who is trying to obtain certifica- 
tion that a septic system is in good working order, and they 
will qualify that as to what they did: They looked at the 
premises, they looked at the septic bed and there did not 
appear to be ponding. That is all the health people will do, 
because they cannot do anything else. 

So that is my first question to the member. How is this 
certification going to take place when common sense tells 
us the only way it can be properly done is to dig it up? You 
may have some leaching in some far corner of the property 
where the septic system goes. The only way that you can 
find that is to dig up the entire backyard. If you have real 
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estate transactions that may take place, it is possible that 
you could have a number of transactions for the same 
property in one year. Are you going to dig up the same 
property twice or three times in one year? That would be 
absolutely silly. 
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The other question of course is, who is going to do the 
certification? I can assure members that the municipalities 
will not do the certification, because they do not have the 
staff for it and they are not prepared to provide that type of 
certification, and I am not too sure what the member 
means by “certification.” If the government people are not 
going to do it, then I assume there would be a whole new 
group of people from private enterprise who would pre- 
sumably be trained and certified. Again, they would have 
to dig it up to properly do it. Who is going to certify them? 
Is there going to be a whole new bureaucracy created by 
the provincial government to determine who is going to 
certify these individuals? 

The whole issue that has been raised by my friend is 
certainly an admirable one and I think all of us in the 
House can look at it and say, “Yes, we need to do things to 
resolve our environmental problems,” but this is not the 
way to do it. I submit that the practice going on now is 
perhaps the only way that can be done, and that is that if 
the vendor is able to, he provides such a warranty in the 
agreement of purchase and sale. Even that may cause 
problems. 

I have heard of transactions being completed where the 
vendor warrants, at the time of the closing a transaction, 
that the septic system is in good working order, and it is. 
However, the purchaser, not knowing where the septic sys- 
tem is, drives over it with his big trucks moving his furni- 
ture in and wrecks the entire system. I have known of law 
cases where that has occurred. The whole debate is, was 
the septic system working at the time the transaction 
closed or was it working after the transaction closed? 
These are very difficult problems. How long is the certifi- 
cation good for? You sign an agreement of purchase and 
sale in the wintertime. It may be set to close in the spring. 
The ground may not be frozen. How long is a certification 
going to last? Is it going to last from December to June? 

I think there needs to be considerably more time to 
look into this because of the whole issue of certification, 
the whole issue of cost—what is it going to cost to dig up 
someone’s backyard—and the whole time of year, when it is 
physically impossible to determine whether a septic system is 
working. In the wintertime things do freeze. These systems 
do freeze. Practically speaking, it becomes impossible. 

I took the liberty of communicating with a number of 
individuals in my riding who deal with this sort of thing all 
the time. I contacted one of the local health authorities and 
I contacted a real estate agent and I contacted a lawyer. 
These are people who deal in these types of transactions all 
the time. They all echoed my thoughts, and that is that 
although the resolution is admirable, it physically cannot 
be done. It just cannot be done. 

The real estate agent, for example, pointed out that it 
would be very difficult to assess if a septic system was 
functioning properly or was non-polluting unless there 
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were obvious signs such as ponding. That may be the bes| 
you can do. That of course will not apply in the winter 
time, because there is no ponding in the wintertime 
Things are frozen. 

While there is certainly an onus on the vendor for di 
closure of all things; in other words, there is a contractud 
issue—the law is evolving on that. I am sure we are al 
aware of the expression “caveat emptor” or “buyer be 
ware.” Normally the requirement on the vendor is not nec 
essary because of the expression “caveat emptor,” but evej 
that is evolving and if a vendor knows that a septic systen 
is in default or is faulty, he or she may still be liable to thi 
purchaser, knowing full well that he or she was selling thi 
purchaser a system that is defective. 

The resolution, I would submit, would be useless be 
cause of the inability to prove that the septic tank i) 
malfunctioning. No certification in the world is going to bj 
able to do that. The resolution, I submit, is simply goin; 
to add to the bureaucracy. It is another example of hov 
this government is simply going to regulate us out of thi 
province. 

Those are the comments of the real estate agent, ani 
very valid comments, I think, for my friends in the govern 
ment to consider. The solicitor talked about there bein; 
some advantages for a purchaser because this resolutioi 
would therefore absolve the purchaser from any responsi 
bility to have the tank checked out. However, the bigges 
question is, again, how do you certify it? I would like thé 
member to tell us how that certification would take place 
having heard some of the comments I have presented t 
him, because I submit there is no objective way to dea 
with this situation. 

It is very difficult to tell if there are any structural 
problems unless, as I have indicated, there is ponding. Th 
vendor would have to hire an inspector—and if the munic 
ipalities and the government are not going to do it, I do no 
know who these inspectors are, who is going to do thi 
inspecting and what qualifies those people to be in inspect 
ing—who would have to use very extensive techniques t 
test the septic area, the septic tank and all the various part: 
of the septic system—these septic systems are very com 
plicated things, if they are done properly—for leaching 
and the whole system would have to be dug up to see i 
there is any sign of operation. You may not even be able tc 
determine that simply by looking at ponding. As I say, ye 
would have to dig the system up. 

The issue is certainly an interesting solution. I did lis 
ten to the member’s comments as to its working in othe: 
jurisdictions and I would like to hear more of that. I car 
only say that the resolution has good intention but is no 
practical. There is no way of knowing about these prob: 
lems unless you dig up the system. The health inspector: 
could look at the septic system and say, “There’s no pond: 
ing,” so a transaction closes and then you find there are 
problems. It depends on the time of year. 

I submit the cost to the vendor would be horrendous 
and I have heard no estimates as to what this would cost 
because a vendor would have to hire an inspector to dig 
the premises up to properly inspect the entire septic area 
Would the inspector or the agency or the government ther 
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responsible legally if a septic tank was certified and it 
is later found to be inoperable? I think it would totally 
sesponsible for the individuals who are making these in- 
‘ections—and I doubt very much whether they will be 
‘e provincial government or the municipalities—to pro- 
ide that type of certification. That means the private indi- 
dual would be totally responsible to provide such a 
tification, and I can assure members that if they are 
ying to do that, to avoid potential litigation in the future 
ey would probably have to take out insurance to cover 
dtential liability or their fees would be astounding to en- 
ire they have taken sufficient steps to determine that the 
rstem is in operating order. 

_ I ask that the member consider all of these areas in 
aking his resolution, because although it is admirable 
id it does look at the whole issue of the environment, I 
ink even he would have to admit it is not a practical 
jlution to the problem. 
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Mr Drainville: It gives me great pleasure today to rise 
ad support the motion put forward by my honourable 
slleague in this chamber. 

I would like to speak about the declining quality of 
rater in Ontario. I come at this from a particular perspec- 
ve, as a member of a rural riding, Victoria-Haliburton. 
here is a great deal of concern presently throughout our 
ding and throughout the region about the declining qual- 
y of water. 

There are three issues that impact upon this. The first is 
cid rain, the second is the effect of motorboats on our 
rater systems and the third is the leaching from septic 
ystems. 

In terms of this last one, obviously the member has put 
rth a resolution that calls for certification and inspection 
t the cost of the person who owns the property before he 
an sell that property. 

I too have done some homework and spoken to build- 
ts of septic systems in the riding as well as to the local 
istrict health council and to the municipality. There is no 
uestion that inspection will take a little bit of work and cost 
1oney. I want to respond quite directly to the member for 
lufferin-Peel when he says this cost might be prohibitive. 

I have to say that the issue at hand here in Ontario at 
lis point in time is an issue of individual responsibility for 
Je environment. One of the problems we have in our 
ociety today is that people are not willing to take the kind 
f responsibility they must to ensure that we have a better 
iture. 

When we speak specifically about those who own 
roperty and their responsibility to ensure that when they 
ass that property to other people, we have to say it is 
bsolutely true that it is their responsibility to ensure that 
le property they hand on and sell to other people is prop- 
tty which is not going to have major problems with the 
nvironment. It has to be taken on as their responsibility, 
or if they do not take on the responsibility, then, indeed, 
0 one takes on that responsibility. 

I have to say that in terms of my own life and my own 
roperty, I would see it as—I hate to use this word but I 


suppose as a clergyman it comes naturally to my lips—a 
sin for me to hand on the property that I own to someone 
else, knowing or even suspecting there may be problems. 
One can say, “Well, if you’re ignorant of the problems it’s 
not your responsibility.” As the honourable member 
knows, ignorance is no acceptable response in terms of the 
law, nor should it be in a situation like this. We live in a 
time when we need to take the responsibility for that 
which we own and that which we have control over. It is 
important that this resolution be passed because it puts the 
onus and the responsibility on the individual who owns the 
property. 

I also have to say to my honourable friend across the 
floor that he has indicated that this resolution does not 
encompass the many factors that need to be looked at for 
this kind of system to be set up. Indeed, he is right. He has 
said in this House, and I have heard him, and I have said in 
this House, that these resolutions we put forward cannot 
possibly encompass all of those things. 

First of all, this is not a bill; it is a resolution. As a 
resolution it is, by its very nature, a principle that we are 
putting forward so that people understand the direction we 
want to go in terms of better legislation, a better system, if 
you will, so that people can see there is hope in the future 
that we will have a more environmentally friendly commu- 
nity, that we will each of us be taking our own responsibility. 

In terms of certification and inspection, there is no 
question that there needs to be work done on the system by 
which that is done. All I can say to the honourable member 
is that in this resolution this is a principle we are setting 
forth and it will be up to the government, if it is accepted, 
to move on this to ensure something is done and a system 
is put in place. I leave it to the good graces of the govern- 
ment to do precisely that, because it is an important issue. 

I am very glad to support the resolution as put forward 
today and I look forward to its being implemented by the 
government as soon as possible. 


Mr Offer: Mr Speaker, we have made an agreement. 
If it is okay, we are more than pleased to allow the govern- 
ment side our final four minutes and, I believe, 20 seconds 
for their members to proceed with this very important debate. 


Mr Fletcher: It is a pleasure to rise and support my 
colleague’s resolution as far as the septic tank systems are 
concerned in this province. 

One of the reasons I am supporting my colleague is 
primarily the environmental issue. It is my belief that 
many of the septic systems we have in this province were 
built such a long time ago and they were not used to the 
capacity we now have. The overcapacity is what is really 
disturbing when we see leachate going down country roads 
or seeping into rivers and into lakes. We have always had a 
problem of beaches being closed, rivers and lakes not 
being able to be fished or to be waded in by children. If we 
are not willing to spend the money now, then the future 
costs are going to be so much greater than what we are 
looking at. The future cost is not only the cost in dollars 
and cents, it is the cost that our environment is going to 
suffer so much. I agree with my colleague when he says it 
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is up to this government to ensure the inspection and the 
maintenance of septic systems is done and done properly. 

I have to say to my colleague the member for Prince 
Edward-Lennox-South Hastings that I am very happy he 
introduced this resolution, because it is not only a problem 
within his riding, it is a problem in many ridings and many 
rural ridings. Something this government has taken to 
heart is the environment and what we can do to protect it. 

As far as a person buying a new home or buying a 
home from someone is concerned, it would be terrible to 
have that person going in and finding that he has to pay 
hundreds of dollars, thousands of dollars for a new system, 
through no fault of his own, only because it had not been 
maintained and had not been serviced. 

Again, just in closing, I am very happy to be support- 
ing this resolution from the member and I hope that every- 
one else will support it. 

Mrs Mathyssen: I am very pleased to have the oppor- 
tunity to speak to the resolution of the honourable member 
for Prince Edward-Lennox-South Hastings, both as some- 
one working at the Ministry of the Environment and as a 
rural dweller who understands the importance of a proper, 
non-polluting sewage waste system. 

The proposal of the member for Prince Edward- 
Lennox-South Hastings, that owners of property utilizing a 
septic system or holding tank provide certification that the 
system is functioning properly and is not polluting the 
environment, makes sense for all of us in the province for 
a number of very practical reasons. Certainly we want to 
be assured that our drinking water is free of contamination; 
that purchasers of rural homes who might not be familiar 
with private septic systems are protected from the expense 
and inconvenience of purchasing a home with an improper 
waste disposal system; and that the beaches in our commu- 
nities, beaches that were once the envy of visitors to On- 
tario, are again clean, safe places for our recreational 
enjoyment and the tourist attraction they once were in the 
past. 

Let me return to my first point regarding safe drinking 
water. As many in this House certainly will understand, 
rural people like me and the constituents I serve depend 
upon private wells for our drinking water. Improperly 
functioning septic systems threaten that supply of water. 
This is an obvious concern to rural Ontarians, since this is 
generally the only source of water for our homes. Loss of 
something as precious as clean, reliable drinking water 
would be catastrophic to rural dwellers. 

Second, it is no secret that the attractions of lifestyle in 
rural communities draw many ex-urbanites to farms, 
smaller acreages and rural towns and villages. It makes a 
great deal of sense to provide people who may not be 
familiar with the mysteries of rural living with some assur- 
ance that they are purchasing with confidence a home they 
can enjoy without fear of discovering improper facilities 
and, even more important, an assurance that because of 
their inexperience they are not polluting the environment 
around their new place of residence. 

According to the resource material kindly provided by the 
member for Prince Edward-Lennox-South Hastings, the cost 
to vendors of rural properties to secure this certification of 
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septic systems would be quite modest and it would 
money wisely spent, in light of the reality of today’s m 
ket prices for houses and property. 

I would also like to mention that certification that 


during rainstorms. Instead of enjoying what is a remark 
able resource, we are faced with a health hazard. | 

I realize that old, malfunctioning septic systems are no 
the only culprits in the pollution of our wells and water} 
ways, but they do account for about 30% of that pollution 
That is a significant level. We cannot hide from the effect; 
of this kind of pollution, and we cannot pretend that refus/ 
ing to address the problem because it is inconvenient, cre: 
ates extra work, involves some cost and requires people tc 
take responsibility for this kind of pollution makes any 
sense at all. | 

I feel the member for Prince Edward-Lennox-Soutt 
Hastings has made a very important recommendation tc 
this House, one that could have significant impact on ad: 
dressing septic system pollution, and I am most pleased tc 
be able to stand and support this resolution. 
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The Deputy Speaker: There are four minutes avail- 
able, and if there is unanimous consent, some of you may 
wish to use that four minutes. Is there unanimous consent 
that it should be used? 


Mr Tilson: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I do 
believe that our side not only would like some of that time, 
but as well, I believe there were a few seconds left with 
respect to my remarks. 


The Deputy Speaker: You have 25 seconds. 
Mr Tilson: No, it won’t be me. 


The Deputy Speaker: Okay, is there unanimous con- 
sent that the four minutes should be used? 


Agreed to. 


The Deputy Speaker: I will recognize anyone. The 
member for Lanark-Renfrew. 


Mr Jordan: I too would congratulate the member for 
bringing the concerns of rural Ontario forward regarding 
the septic tank and weeping bed, but really, for anyone 
who is aware of the installation of a septic tank and weep- 
ing bed, the first sign of trouble in a system is not in 
polluting a well or polluting a neighbour’s property; the 
first sign is internal to the system in that the system starts 
to show signs internally of not functioning properly. 

I think we are overemphasizing the danger of a weep- 
ing bed not functioning properly relative to the environ- 
ment. With a weeping bed, properly installed, the moisture 
is dispensed into the air. It evaporates. That is how the 
system is designed. Very little of the waste that goes into a 
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= bed actually is filtered through the ground. It is 
porated into the air. 

_ To me, in purchasing a property, it would be of much 
jore value to the purchaser to know that the weeping tile 
ud been installed around the base of the foundation to 
ary off drainage at that level to the proper location, be- 
luse many times, in cutting costs, if the building has not 
sen properly inspected, builders will leave out the instal- 
‘tion of weeping tile around the foundation, and it creates 
‘real hazard and a real problem and a large expense later 
4. In this case, it will pollute into the basement area of the 
bme and can also cause a problem with the weeping bed 
ad the tile. 

I find the subject is receiving far too much emphasis 
‘lative to the environment. Even if I were to buy a house 
»morrow and I found a week later that I was having trou- 
le with the weeping bed, the cost to replace it is very little 
ore than the cost would be to have it inspected in such a 
ray that somebody could give me a certificate that this 
ystem was properly installed and was indeed properly 
inctioning. So I think, although the concern is real and 
hould be there, the fact of trying to police such a proce- 
ure is not feasible and certainly not financially justifiable 
) the purchaser or the vendor. 


Mr Mills: I would just like to take a few moments this 
aorning to speak in favour of my colleague’s resolution. I 
hink it is a very valid resolution. I think it is needed and I 
hink, like some other previous speakers here this morning, 
he environment and the protection of that environment is 
ppermost in all of our minds, and if it is not, it should be. 


I live in an area that does not have the benefit of sew- 
rs. In my house I have a septic system, as do all the other 
eople in the hamlet where I live. At different times you 
ee a For Sale sign go up on a particular property and 
Omeone moves in, and it seems to be almost automatic 
hat in a few weeks you see some bulldozer activity there, 
hat they are trying to correct a sewer system the poor 
suspecting buyer was not made aware of when he pur- 
hased the property. In view of that type of traumatic expe- 
ience to a buyer, I am going to be supporting this 
esolution wholeheartedly. 

I take exception to my colleague and friend over 
here who suggested, and I cannot quite come to grips 
vith this, that the cost of having a system inspected is 
yn a par with having a septic bed replaced, because 
ou see bulldozers coming in, there is a great deal of 
Ctivity to replace it. I suppose I cannot really argue; it 
ust strikes me that an inspection as opposed to re- 
lacement would not be comparable. 


Anyway, I am pleased to take part in this debate and I 
hall support my colleague’s resolution. 


The Deputy Speaker: There is still one minute and 
0 seconds left for the third party. 


Mr J. Wilson: I just have, really, a couple of com- 
nents. Although the resolution before the House today is 
vell intentioned, I wonder what the cost analysis would be 
mn the effect of affordable housing. It seems to me that 
orcing home owners and cottage owners to go through 
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this process, however noble it may be, will drive up the 
cost of housing by a few dollars. 

It seems ironic to me that a government that talks about 
social assistance and social housing so much would intro- 
duce any measures whatsoever to once again fit another 
tax or another requirement on a well-intentioned home 
owner. I would certainly ask the government to take that 
into account before it proceeds too far with this. I also 
question the government how many more bureaucrats it is 
going to need to administer this new process. 

It seems to me that in government in Canada and in 
many jurisdictions in the world we are overgoverned, and 
this is another situation of yet another law being put on the 
books and another requirement that the good citizens of 
this province are going to have to follow. I wish the gov- 
emment would consider that and bring some common 
sense back to this Legislature. 


Mr Ferguson: I will be very brief. I think we have all 
witnessed, particularly in the past, what happens when we 
enter into a period of deregulation, a period of no govern- 
ment intervention. I think the truck drivers’ protest that has 
taken place as a result of what has happened at the federal 
level, the federal initiatives prompted by my colleague the 
member for Simcoe West’s federal counterparts, is really 
indicative of the difficulties we run up against. 

What this resolution is saying is very clear and very 
simple. It is saying that prior to the sale of a home, you 
should be ensuring that the sewage system is working 
properly, particularly for septic tanks. Of course, this is of 
prime importance in rural Ontario, where it is the major 
way effluent is treated, and it could be handled very sim- 
ply, as is the case now, by medical officers of health in 
those particular communities. 

There are parts of Ontario—and we are going to hear 
the doctors’ spin later on this—where we should be doing 
more, where the communities are literally floating septic 
tanks because they do not have a sewage treatment facility. 
There are many parts of Ontario where the only expansion 
that is occurring is expansion on private services, and it is 
unregulated. So I think the private member’s bill makes 
sense and I fully support it. 
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Mr Johnson: I would just like to comment on some 
of the comments that have been made. To the members 
from the Progressive Conservative Party, the third party, I 
would like to say it was deliberate that this was not as 
comprehensive as it might be. If it had been as comprehen- 
sive as I probably could have made it, then certainly it 
would have required more debate and there would have 
been more specifics that would have been necessary to 
satisfy all members, I have no doubt. 

I think we should leave to the experts exactly what is 
necessary in order to inspect these septic systems or these 
holding tanks. I think it is the experts who can make these 
decisions on how they can make a determination of 
whether it is operating properly or certainly whether it is 
polluting or not. I am not an expert; I do not expect that 
any of the members opposite are experts. I think the ex- 
perts are the ones who would make this decision. 
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Who can do the inspections? Members of the Prince 
Edward Chamber of Commerce who brought this to me 
said the local health department said it would not be a 
problem. They said they could do it and the cost would be 
nominal. I consider the health department must have the 
experts. I am not an expert. 

The certification would be valid only for a specific 
amount of time, what amount of time I am not sure. Again, 
I would leave it up to the experts to make that determina- 
tion. I heard a member opposite say it cannot be easily 
inspected in the wintertime. There are many inspections 
that can be done. You can check the flue gases; you can 
check the internal plumbing to see if it is operating prop- 
erly; you can lift the cap on the septic tank to see if it has 
been pumped recently, if it appears to be operating prop- 
erly; you can check the leaching bed to see if it is operat- 
ing properly. I think if all these things are done, then 
certainly a certificate could be offered. The intent of this 
resolution is to help, just a little bit, to improve the envi- 
ronment. If the members opposite do not want that, so be it. 


SOCIAL SERVICES 


Mr Offer moved resolution 15: 

That, in the opinion of this House, recognizing that 
there currently exists a chronic underfunding of social ser- 
vices for children, youth and families in the region of Peel, 
which has caused a report to be prepared by the Fair Share 
for Peel Task Force consisting of volunteer presidents and 
senior staff from the Children’s Aid Society for Peel Re- 
gion and the United Way of Peel Region, which report has 
clearly shown the need for a consistent method for allocat- 
ing provincial grants for social services, the Minister of 
Community and Social Services should take concrete steps 
to increase the service base to a satisfactory level over a 
five-year period and develop an equitable funding formula 
that recognizes population growth dynamics and social 
indicators. 


Mr Offer: To begin, I hope that all members of this 
House will support this resolution, which is as a result of 
some very good and very important work done by the Fair 
Share for Peel Task Force. We might want to ask ourselves 
the question, what is the Fair Share for Peel Task Force? 
Following an initiative begun in March 1989 under the 
auspices of the Social Planning Council of Peel and the 
United Way of Peel as the waiting list task force, the fol- 
lowing agencies joined together in early summer of 1990 
in order to draw attention to the chronic underfunding of 
social services for children, youth and their families in 
Peel and to the serious consequences of such limited re- 
sources. 

Those particular agencies were the Children’s Aid So- 
ciety for Peel Region, the Family Services of Peel, Peel 
Children’s Centre, the Social Planning Council of Peel and 
‘the United Way of Peel Region. The leadership for this 
initiative was provided by the volunteer presidents and 
senior staff. It is the resolution and the recommendations 
by this task force that indeed form the basis of my particu- 
lar resolution. 

Many members in this Legislature are well aware of 
the incredible growth in the region of Peel in terms of 
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people, houses and the retail and commercial sector, all, 
growing at a phenomenal rate. I know the region of Peel is 
not the only region in this province undergoing such sub-| 
stantial growth, but indeed it is one such region. We be-j 
lieve it is necessary that there be a funding formula for) 
these agencies that reflects the growth so that they can 
continue to do the important work they have done in the 
past. 
I have spoken about the Fair Share for Peel Task | 
report, and the question that begs to be answered is, what; 
is the essence of the report? The essence of the report) 
recognizes and continues to advocate a fair system of | 
funding for child and family services. They have made a); 
request to the Minister of Community and Social Services) 
asking the minister to redress the chronic underfunding of); 
Peel social services for children, youth and their families); 
through concrete steps to increase the service base to ajj 
satisfactory level over a five-year period; second, to de-) 
velop an equitable funding formula that recognizes popula- 
tion growth dynamics and social indicators in Peel. I take, 
the time to state that, because all members of the Legisla- || 
ture will quickly recognize that my resolution is indeed 
word for word the recommendations of this very important) 
task force. | 
What has been the result of the funding formula now in| 
place? What has been the result of a funding formula that does | 
not take into consideration population growth dynamics? 
I would like to share just a few of the repercussions of} 
this type of funding formula. The Peel Children’s Centre, 
which provides both residential and non-residential treat- 
ment services, reports a waiting list of 160 children and a 
wait of approximately 14 months. Rapport Youth and 
Family Counselling services reports a current waiting list | 


of 20 client families with an average wait of three months. | 
According to Community Living Mississauga, more than 
209 families are on the waiting list for respite services. | 

The Peel infant stimulation program currently has 80 
babies on its request-for-service list, and parents are hav- | 
ing to wait seven to eight months for services that truly 
should be available in four to six weeks. Last November, | 
Family Services of Peel closed its intake for children and 
youth experiencing emotional and behavioural problems | 
and their families. Finally, the Children’s Aid Society of 
Peel has had a 35% increase of families since 1988 and the 
number of child abuse allegations, as reported to CAS, has" 
risen by 33% since 1987. 

These are just a few but not all of the manifestations, 
the repercussions of a funding formula that is not tied to 
the dramatic growth increase that the region of Peel has 
experienced. The issue is clear. The historical basis for 
funding is clearly inappropriate where it cannot meet with 
certainty the demands of a growing population. 
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The dilemma for any government, and I recognize this, 
is to balance the extent to which a legitimate demand for 
social services can be met against the limited funding that 
is available. We would all like to say there is unlimited 
funding, but I believe all members in this Legislature rec- 
ognize that there is a limit to the funding. 


But a balance must be drawn. I believe these particular 
‘oposals are clearly appropriate. They are appropriate be- 
use they do draw a balance between funding adequacy 
id funding universality. Quite simply, what they call for 
an equitable funding formula that recognizes population 
rowth and social indicators, a funding equalization that 
ould re-establish a satisfactory funding base and appro- 
tiate funding for mandated services. 

_ A universally understood and applied funding formula 
‘ould equalize the support given to all community agen- 
€s. Changes in population or service demand, if verified 
statistics, would be the legitimate basis on which fund- 
ig increases would be assigned, and communities would 
@ supported on a level consistent with the needs of their 
ae cents. Mandated programs would be covered without 
nergy being spent annually on negotiations with the min- 
‘try. These are matters that this task force report has 
learly come to grips with. It has clearly provided an ap- 
ropriate balance. 

I ask all members of this Legislature to support this 
solution. It does not call for change today or tomorrow; 

talks about a workable time period. But it does have as 
s fundamental belief and principle the requirement that 
unding criteria must be based in instances on population 
rowth and a social indicator type of analysis. 

I believe it is only in this way that these organizations 
hich provide such a valuable and necessary service to 
hildren and families, not only in our region of Peel but 
ideed throughout this province, will be able to efficiently 
nd effectively carry out and deliver the service which we 
ope, indeed ask them to do. We cannot expect these agen- 
ies to provide this type of service in such a critical area, in 
uch a complex, sophisticated and growing need, without 
ne level of funding they need. 

It is our responsibility to make certain that the funding 
ormula these agencies need to carry out the work so dras- 
ically required is one that comes to grips with their need. 
. funding formula that does in fact reflect population 
rowth will go a long way to making certain these agen- 
ies remain viable and the services that they deliver will 
ontinue to be delivered in the effective, sensitive way 
ney have been in the past. 

I ask all members of this Legislature to support this 
esolution. 

Mrs Marland: In rising to support this resolution 
ealing with the subject of chronic underfunding of social 
ervices for children, youth and families in the region of 
eel, I have to say at the outset I am happy to see the 
aember for Chatham-Kent, who is the parliamentary as- 
istant to the minister, in the House this morning, because 
ight off the top I would like him to convey a message to 
he minister from myself personally. 

I wrote a letter to the minister four months ago. I have 
et to receive a reply. Also, four months ago our caucus 
resented the Fair Share for Peel Task Force report person- 
lly to the minister, at which time she assured us that she 
vould consider the request and concerns of that task force. 
Jere we are, four months later, with no solutions to this 
hronic underfunding. I want to quote directly from the 
eport to put on the record what these people are saying, 
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not I as a politician, but the people who are dealing with 
this crisis of underfunding in Peel today. 

These people, by the way, represent the Children’s Aid 
Society of the Region of Peel, Family Services of Peel, 
Peel Children’s Centre, Social Planning Council of Peel 
and the United Way of Peel Region. Who else can know 
better what the needs of these young families and children 
in Peel are but those agencies trying to deal with the prob- 
lems on a daily basis? I quote from the report: “The region 
of Peel does not receive its fair share of funding for social 
services for children, youth and families from the provin- 
cial government. As a result, the resources available to 
meet the growing demands of Peel’s population are totally 
inadequate, leading to services that are increasingly un- 
available and inaccessible. 

“A detailed analysis...reveals that the level of funding 
is not commensurate with the proportion of Ontario’s pop- 
ulation represented by Peel. Moreover, the level of funding 
does not begin to reflect the higher-than-average rate of 
overall population growth in Peel, nor the higher-than-av- 
erage rate of growth in its child population.” 

We simply say to this government that we are not ask- 
ing it to spend more money. We are asking them to set 
priorities in terms of human need. Is that such a big diffi- 
culty? In realistic terms, is it fair that with the distribution 
of government money—and government is going to spend 
money anyway, somewhere—in Peel, the average spent on 
children’s services is $46, whereas the provincial average 
is $105? 

The comparison is particularly grave when you com- 
pare it to the money spent in Metro on children’s services. 
There is nothing different in Metro from what there is in 
Peel. They are the same children and families with the 
same emergency needs, yet in Metro it is $150 per child 
per family in children’s services, three times as much as in 
Peel. When you look at child care, the figures are even 
more appalling. In child care in Peel, we are talking about 
$68 against Metro’s $421. I do not think anybody could 
stand in this House and defend that differential. The pro- 
vincial average in child care is $172, and I emphasize 
again that in Peel it is $68. 

I ask this government, is this fair? If it is going to be 
spending money for these needs and services for these 
people, how is it that the government cannot do it equita- 
bly? We are not saying they should increase the funding 
overall if they do not have it. We are simply saying that 
what the government spends in this province has to be the 
same for every child, mother and father and adult in need. 
That is not happening and that is what is so wrong today in 
Ontario. 

Unless the government thinks that perhaps these cases 
are not real, and in case it questions what is really going on 
in the lives of these people on whose behalf I am standing 
in this House. pleading today, I want to give it some insight 
into one or two cases. These are not fictitious. These are 
not just figures we are looking at. These are lives of people 
who are trying to exist and cope today in Peel. 
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One case, which I find very difficult to read, is about a 

family. It talks about a little eight-year-old girl and the 
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difficulties of her family. Her father drinks and beats the 
mother and the children. This is one of the circumstances 
in the life of this family, and I quote from the story except 
that it is not a story; it is an account: “Just before Brandy’s 
fifth birthday, her mother got up one night to go to the 
bathroom. She could hear some peculiar sounds coming 
from the bedroom that her daughters shared. She entered 
to find her husband sexually assaulting Brandy.” 

It goes on to say that the mother then left that family 
home with her children and has been “shuffled between 
shelters and basement apartments.” This account also goes 
on about the fact that because of the circumstances of that 
family, there were other problems with this little girl that 
were not observed: speech and developmental. 

Again I read from the report, “The reality is that 
Brandy and her family are still waiting on Peel Children’s 
Centre priority waiting list,’ even though she was identi- 
fied last summer as being in need of emergency services. 
“The centre cannot even begin to keep up with the cries for 
help from Brandy and others whose situations are equally 
as desperate under the present funding inadequacies.” 

I want to give one other example: “Len has a severe 
intellectual handicap and cerebral palsy. He requires assis- 
tance with personal hygiene and grooming.... Len cannot 
speak.... In June 1990 Len graduated from school, but has 
not taken part in any additional program to help him. He is 
on the waiting list for vocational services at Community 
Living Mississauga, but no potential exists for several 
years. This is because Community Living Mississauga has 
not received any additional funds to allow for expansion in 
these times of fiscal restraint. Len is also on the waiting 
list for adult residential services at Community Living 
Mississauga. However, once again there will be a wait of 
at least 15 years before a placement is available, if ever.” 
We are not talking about six months or six years. We are 
talking about 15 years. 

“Len’s mother had a heart attack in 1989 and finds it 
increasingly difficult to provide Len with the care he re- 
quires. Because Len is at home all day without any day 
program, he has become extremely frustrated. He has 
started to become aggressive with his mother. The stress 
level on the family is mounting daily. If his mother be- 
comes ill again, there will be no one to take care of Len, 
nor will Community Living Mississauga be able to provide 
a home for him.... There is no doubt that Len and his 
mother are facing a crisis and there are no resources to 
deal with that crisis.” 

Here is another case which talks about the problems 
faced by the Catholic Family Services of Peel-Dufferin. 
Just one short quotation: “The school social worker felt 
that the children were experiencing many problems be- 
cause they had witnessed the murder of their father two 
years earlier. Six months after the original call, they are 
still awaiting service.” 

In view of the limitation of time this morning I cannot 
continue to give the members more cases, but what does it 
mean when in 1991, in an affluent province like Ontario, 
we have to stand here and plead and beg for the human 
survival of these people in Peel? We know there is not a 
money tree at Queen’s Park and we know we are in a 
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recession, but we also know this government is spending} 


mothers dropping money here and there for other causes,|, 
The government should prioritize on behalf of these peo-|| 
ple who are suffering today. Kt 


Mr Winninger: First of all, I would like to thank thel/ 
group of Peel agencies that did such fine work in preparing 
this report. I would like to thank as well the member for!’ 
Mississauga North for bringing forward what appears to be 
a persuasive resolution, and certainly the member for 
Mississauga South has presented some very compelling 
and poignant examples of where there is a scarcity of ser-| 
vices to meet the needs of children. 

This is a problem, though, that is shared by many mu-)) 
nicipalities across the province. In my own riding of Lon-| 
don South, and in the London area in general, children’s) 
services are having great difficulty struggling to keep pace 
with the demand that a lot of our social and economic 
conditions have engendered. 

Certainly there are activities under way to assess the | 
current inequities in funding and find a more equitable’ 
approach to funding these programs, as the member ia 
Mississauga North has indicated is required, and various | 
funding formulas and options for distribution of resources 
are being examined. Certainly there has been phenomenal | 
growth in the greater Toronto area that I believe the minis- 
try is well aware of and is examining very closely. 

The case has been made quite convincingly, I think, 
that there is a long waiting list in Peel and that there may | 
be some underfunding and inadequate community re-' 
sources that have resulted in these long waiting lists. How- 
ever, the same problem occurs in Durham, York, Halton 
and many other areas across the province. I hear Perth is. 
encountering that problem as well. This is not a problem | 
that just arose today or last month or on 6 September. This 
is a problem that has been growing for many years now 
and is not an easy one to solve. | 

I am sure the member for Mississauga North does not 
purport to have all the answers to this problem, since his’ 
government did not appear to have all the answers nine 
months ago. The agencies involved in the Fair Share for 
Peel Task Force report have certainly documented that 
funding for social services needs to be re-examined, and 
certainly in the Peel area there seems to be a shortage of 
funds that exceeds the provincial average, if you will. 

The long waiting lists are common to many municipal- 
ities—the lack of crisis intervention services, the need for 
more subsidized child care spaces and so on. Children 
First, the report of the Advisory Committee on Children’s 
Services prepared in November 1990, well illustrates the 
problem across the province and calls upon government to 
forge new relationships to care for children in the light of 
changing social and economic realities, and goes on to say 
that the provincial government is now spending $1.4 bil- 
lion a year overall within the Ministry of Community and 
Social Services on children’s services, including child care. 
Given the great expenditure we now see, as the member for 


ississauga South has indicated, we have to look at ways 
| deliver services perhaps in a more efficient and effective 
janner. With some impetus for change, the systems of 
we and support for children and their families may be- 
»yme adequate to meet the challenges facing them. 

‘However, we may not be able to do this within the 
ve-year time frame that the member for Mississauga 
orth requires in his resolution. For that reason, I have 
cave reservations that such a complex problem, which is 
ymmon to communities all across the province, can be 
‘et within an arbitrary and rigid five-year time frame. 
{aybe it can, maybe it cannot, but it is rather unworkable 
m the member to propose a five-year plan as though that 
‘ould solve all the problems. 

I am certainly committed to promoting children’s 
ellbeing, to looking at ways in which we can change the 
ystem of funding and delivery of services. However, for 
ie reasons I have mentioned, I cannot support the resolution. 
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Mr Callahan: First of all, I am chairing the standing 
ommittee on public accounts at the moment and my col- 
agues have very kindly allowed me to say my piece 
riefly on this very important issue. 

The fact is that we all recognize there is limited money 
vailable, but I think at the same time we have to recog- 
ize, as did the former government, that there are high- 
rowth areas in this province. If the funding that was made 
vailable to the public and separate school boards in the 
st capital allocation announcement is any indication, I 
ave grave concerns that this issue is really understood by 
le present government, and it had best be understood, 
ecause growth unabated and underfunded will result in a 
gnificant increase in problems in that community. 

Peel region is a young community in a sense. It is a 
ery innovative community. It is a fast-growing commu- 
ity. We wish to have proper bases for funding so that 
udgets can be considered, other approaches to funding 
that is not funded by the government can be dealt with, 
ut when you have no definitive way of defining what 
ind of money you are going to get and you have no way 
f knowing what impact growth is going to have on you, 
1en of course it makes it impossible to do that. 

When one looks at the significant features in the Peel 
‘gion, we have an international airport in that community. 
ve have people moving in there constantly because it is a 
ew area. It is an area where young people are moving in 
ith children who perhaps require services and perhaps 
re not able to get those services because of the difficulties 
1 terms of funding and providing those services. 

We are seeing a change in the environment in terms of 
le availability of foster care in cases of children’s aid 
cieties. We are seeing that the children’s aid society leg- 
lation requires mandated services; there is nothing the 
hildren’s aid society can say about whether it provides 
em or not. We are seeing as well that salaries in some 
sspects are eating up, or accounting for, a great deal of the 
xpenditures of all of these good providers in our community. 

I am going to say finally, since I am sure my colleague 
1¢ member for Mississauga South and others will be 
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speaking at greater length on this, that we did in fact 
sign—and you might say this was a non-partisan letter 
signed by every member of the region of Peel to the minis- 
ter in February—a letter outlining this difficulty and ask- 
ing that she give consideration to it. But with the greatest 
of respect to the minister, we have not heard one word in 
terms of whether this is being addressed, whether she un- 
derstands or appreciates the problem. 

I suggest to the House that we are fast coming upon 
another year when these good organizations in our com- 
munity are going to have to make their decisions and are 
going to have to have an answer. When I look at the 
amount of money the deficit was increased by, I have to 
say to myself that we don’t have an unlimited amount of 
money, but surely having provided this deficit, there must 
be extra dollars there for some purpose. I suggest that this 
is a very worthy purpose. 

I think the entire province would like to know that 
there is some specific formula for how we arrive at fund- 


_ing services, because although a member’s community 


may not be a growing community at the moment, as On- 
tario goes down the road through history, that community 
may very well become a growing community and people 
are going to require these rules to be in place to ensure that 
the fast-growing community is adequately served. 

So I urge members to support this very necessary mo- 
tion that is brought by my friend the member for 
Mississauga North. I would urge members to support it 
and demonstrate to the government that this is a very im- 
portant issue, that there has to be a fixed formula. We 
cannot go on not knowing from budget to budget what will 
be available for these services. I urge members, on behalf 
of the children of our riding, of Peel region, and the chil- 
dren of other growing areas, so that they will in fact have 
some certainty in life, which today seems to be very diffi- 
cult for young people, to give them the certainty that at 
least those services, mental health and so on, will be pro- 
vided for them. I would hope in the overall scheme of 
things that we will have unanimous support for this motion. 


Mr Tilson: I too rise to speak in favour of the resolu- 
tion. I too was one of the individuals who signed the letter 
that was indicated by the member for Brampton South and 
the member for Mississauga South. 

It is regrettable that the minister has chosen to ignore 
that letter and would appear to have ignored the problem. 
There is no question the general subject, as the member for 
London South has indicated, applies throughout the prov- 
ince, but I think it has accelerated in the region of Peel for 
all the reasons given by the previous speaker. I think the 
government is going to have to consider that fact in itself, 
the very fact of the population explosion that has occurred 
in the region of Peel because of the current economic situ- 
ation and the number of refugees who have come to the 
area, for obvious reasons. 

I have spoken to some of these agencies that have been 
listed by the member for Mississauga South, specifically 


~ the Children’s Aid Society of the Region of Peel, Family 


Services of Peel, Peel Children’s Centre, the Social Plan- 
ning Council of Peel and the United Way of Peel Region. 
To be quite frank, I question how they will be able to 
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operate adequately under the circumstances that have been 
described in this House today. I think we all agree that by 
ignoring these early stages of problems, if we do not deal 
with them, there is no question—I see a pile of notes here 
beside me from the member for Mississauga South where 
she could tell very upsetting story after story, and she 
could go on. Time does not permit that. 

But looking at it from another point of view, the whole 
issue of the economics of it, the Attorney General stands 
up periodically and talks about the explosion in the court 
system. If we do not deal with this problem now, the prob- 
lems the Attorney General has are minute. I would hope 
the government would consider that and not just simply 
say this is a problem that is common throughout the prov- 
ince. It is, but it has accelerated to unbelievable propor- 
tions in the region of Peel and must be looked at 
immediately. 
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Mr White: I rise to speak on this issue. First, I want to 
commend the Fair Share for Peel Task Force on its excel- 
lent work. It has dealt with a very significant issue in a 
very responsible way. It has addressed the concerns in Peel 
region I think quite adequately. However, this is a provin- 
cial House, not a regional municipality council. 

As a professional social worker, I have worked with 
abused children in children’s aid societies. I have worked 
in children’s mental health centres and, for some 11 years, 
in a family service agency. I know many of the people who 
are working in those front-line agencies. I have worked in 
many of those front-line agencies and some of those peo- 
ple are close friends of mine. 

The Family Services of Peel, for example, has a very 
credible record in dealing with serious family problems. Its 
certified social workers offer substantive family violence 
programs. It deals with battered- women and children. The 
children’s aid society of course helps vulnerable children 
who are in serious risk of physical or emotional abuse. 
These are not issues to be taken lightly. 

The underfunding issues which the members opposite 
address are prevalent throughout the GTA. Exponential 
growth affects York, Durham, Halton and Peel. Where 
were the members last year? The member for Dufferin- 
Peel speaks about how these are emerging issues. Where 
was the member for Mississauga North last year? Has he 
suddenly discovered these problems? This Peel task force 
did not initiate itself on 6 September. These problems have 
been with us for more than a decade. 

Last year and last decade I was dealing with those 
issues. I was dealing with victims of childhood sexual 
abuse. I was helping heal wounded families under the very 
circumstances that are described here, with these kinds of 
waiting lists. When I phoned people who had been on a 
waiting list for eight months or nine months or 10 months 
about their marital problems and they told me, “Gee 
willikers, my husband left”— 


Interjections. _ 
The Deputy Speaker: Order. 
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Mr White: —I know what that means. It means they) 
needed those services then, when they applied, not nine on) 
10 or 12 months later. 

In Durham region, an area significantly affected by the) 
same kind of exponential growth and the same problems i ' 
terms of funding, the family counselling department) 
which has been with the region since its creation as aj 
region, is provincially funded in part. In the early 1980s 
the previous Conservative government wanted to close the! 
department that offered those valuable services to families. || 

Last year when pay equity adjustments came in, the 
Liberal government, which introduced pay equity under) 
our pushing, refused to pay those pay equity adjustments.) 
The regional municipality had to assume those costs. The 
regional municipality in Durham does an excellent job in 
offering services throughout the region on a decentralized 
basis. | 

The staffing problems that children’s aid societies are) 
faced with throughout this area are not problems in Peel 
alone. I know we have had serious problems in Durham) 
region. We have had shortages of some 10 or 11 people) 
from already too heavy workloads. Why? Because they are 
living in an area which is so expensive to live in and 
because their salaries are so low, they cannot afford to 
work for nothing. . 

We have a social planning council which, unlike the 
one in Peel, was sabotaged by a lovely Liberal who) 
thought the best way to offer social planning was to get rid 
of the social planning council. We have different means) 
and different areas of dealing with these things, but it is a) 
greater Toronto area issue. It is a problem not for Peel, not| 
for Halton, not for York, not for Durham alone, but for all 
of us. | 
I want to deal also with the issue of whose problem 
this is—the provincial government, yes. The provincial 
government should develop and is in fact developing 
methods to deal with these exponential growth issues. I 
have spoken in my area with the regional office of the 
Ministry of Community and Social Services about serious. 
issues around underfunding on the same basis for services 
for the developmentally challenged in my area. Yes, the 
provincial government has an overall responsibility, but I 
want to look at some of the agencies that are looked at 
here. 

The Peel FSA is dealt with extensively in this report. 
The Peel FSA received no money from the provincial gov- 
ernment. It is funded through the United Way; it is funded 
through the regional municipality. 

Is the member suggesting that the province should 
walk in and take over a voluntary agency? Should the 
province walk in and take over the United Way as well? 
The regional municipality has not offered any increases, 
has not taken any responsibility for these services, has not 
increased its fee for services. Is the member suggesting 
that the province should dictate to the regional municipal- 
ity what it funds to Family Services of Peel? I think not. 

In this report it clearly states that the regional munici- 
pality has put a freeze on increases in day care. We know 
from our minister her and our commitment to day care in 
this province. Is the member suggesting that we dictate to 
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€ municipality how many day care spaces should be 
vailable in Peel? 


Mrs Marland: You know what we are suggesting. 


The Deputy Speaker: The member for Mississauga 
outh, please. 


Mr White: The Peel Children’s Centre has a long 
aiting list. We all have long waiting lists. Every 
hildren’s mental health centre in this province does. We 
ad a legislative committee hearing on this whole problem. 
‘he ministry is responding to that. Craig Shields is prepar- 
ag a report on the waiting list problem. I did not see any 
f the members opposite who were signatories to this in 
ont of that legislative committee. I did not see any of 
em dealing with that issue then. 
_ I would commend the members for the representation 
of their constituencies. I would gladly vote for this resolu- 
ion too if it included the whole greater Toronto area. 


_ Mrs Marland: Where do you think Peel is? It is in 
he greater Toronto area. Do you not know what the GTA 
s? It is time you learned. 


Mr White: As it is put, however, the member is sug- 
zesting that Peel region be valued above other areas. 


Interjections. 


The Deputy Speaker: Order. The member for 
Mississauga South, please. 


Mr Sola: This is supposed to be a non-partisan issue, 
yet I am concerned, from the remarks of the members on 
he government side, that it is becoming a partisan issue. 

Let me just read a list of the names of people and 
organizations in support of this resolution and of this 
study: Boys and Girls Club of Peel, Brampton 
Neighbourhood Resource Centre, Brampton-Caledon As- 
sociation for the Mentally Retarded, Caledon Parent-Child 
Centre, Caledon Information Centre, Canadian Mental 
Health Association—Peel, Catholic Family Services of 
Peel-Dufferin, Children’s Aid Society of the Region of 
Peel, Community Living Mississauga, Distress Line of 
Peel, Dixie-Bloor Neighbourhood Drop-In Centre, Eliza- 
beth Fry Society of Peel, Erinoak, Family Services of Peel, 
Fieldgate Nursery and Child Care Centre, Hospice of Peel, 
John Howard Society of Peel, a letter from all the local 
MPPs, Mississauga Community Legal Services, Nexus 
Youth Services, Our Place Peel, Peel Children’s Centre, 
Peel Board of Education, Peel Regional Police, Rapport 
Youth and Family Counselling, Regional Municipality of 
Peel, Salvation Army Family Life Resource Centre, Social 
Planning Council of Peel, and the United Way of Peel 
Region. 

From this list, it must be obvious to everyone that this 
is a non-partisan issue. 

Let me read you a list of the MPPs who signed that 
letter: There is the member for Brampton North, the mem- 
ber for Brampton South, the member for Dufferin-Peel, 
my office for Mississauga East, the member for 
Mississauga North, the member for Mississauga South, 
and the member for Mississauga West. 

I am afraid, when you take a look at who is represent- 
ing Peel and the remarks of the members opposite, that it 
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comes down to the people whom the people in the region 
of Peel elected to serve them. From that list that I just read, 
there are five Liberals, two Progressive Conservatives and 
zero New Democrats. I hope this list of members is not 
clouding the decision-making process of the government. 

I must state as well that from other sources the govern- 
ment has funded or not funded in other regions, be it 
health or be it education, we are getting a definite percep- 
tion that it is the political makeup of the representation of 
Peel that is uppermost in the mind of this government. 

The Mississauga News of Wednesday 5 June says, 
“Embittered over meagre provincial funding, members of 
Peel’s public and separate school boards contend Ontario’s 
NDP government is allocating funds on the basis of politi- 
cal affiliation instead of need.” I hope this perception does 
not linger. 


Mr Ferguson: You do not believe that. 
1150 


Mr Sola: That is the perception. Those are not my 
words. 

I want to point something else out that the member 
Opposite stated about the member for Mississauga North 
asking for special consideration for Peel. 

In a Toronto Star article of Wednesday 23 January, 
entitled “Peel Health Services Face A Funding Crisis,” 
there is a little item that says: “In 1989, according to the 
latest statistics, Peel had 8%, or 187,000 of Ontario’s chil- 
dren under age 17, but received only 3.3% of Ontario 
children’s services dollars. Metropolitan Toronto, on the 
other hand, had 16%, or 374,000 children, and received 
25.2% of provincial funding.” In other words, Metro To- 
ronto had double the number of children but almost eight 
times the funding that Peel got. I think that should be in 
the mind of the government when it is allocating funds. 

In order to leave time for my colleague the member for 
Brampton North, I just want to leave the government with 
these words: Public perception becomes public reality. 


Mrs Cunningham: It is with some degree of concern 
that I stand this morning and speak once again of the need 
of a complete overhaul of the delivery system for social 
services in Ontario, and I will say that this is not new. 

Many of us have been involved in the report of the 
Provincial-Municipal Social Services Review Committee. 
There were recommendations made with regard to respon- 
sibility for the provincial government and the municipali- 
ties in the area of social services, and the report proposes a 
new framework for provincial-municipal management of 
the social service system that clarifies and realigns the 
responsibilities of the two levels of government. 

It is a complicated report. It is a report that a lot of 
social service workers, a lot of families, a lot of municipal- 
ities, gave a lot of their time to over a long period of time. 
The committee was first established in 1987 and abso- 
lutely nothing was done about it by the former Liberal 
government. Now we are facing another government that 
feels quite free to come forth with recommendations out- 
side of a very broad framework, and I am talking about the 
Back on Track report. 
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When the municipality of Peel and other municipalities 
spoke, the Fair Share for Peel Task Force spoke very much 
in favour of an overview of social services, and gave spe- 
cific examples in its report of how things are not working. 


Mr Hope: First of all, there was a comment made 
about the Minister of Community and Social Services ig- 
noring this issue. I must assure the member that this gov- 
ernment has not ignored the issue dealing with children’s 
services in this province. As to the letter that the minister 
had sent, yes, I will follow up and see if correspondence 
was sent. 

Rest assured that the accusation saying this minister 
has ignored the situation that occurs in Peel is a false state- 
ment. I think it is very important, as I listen to some of the 


concerns that are raised by the members of the opposition, | 


to look at the impacts of what has been taking place with 
the budget. They seem to float on their buses through the 
province and talk about the budget and about increasing 
spending. This problem exists throughout this province. 
This is a provincial government that deals with provincial 
issues dealing with children’s services. There are a number 
of them. There are 22 children’s aid societies reporting 
deficits of $3.7 million in this province, and 23 of them 
reporting a $1.9 million surpluse. 

I understand the resolution very clearly. Being the par- 
liamentary assistant to the minister, I know we are caring 
about the people of this province. Dealing with the eco- 
nomic climate that is upon us today, we are trying to make 
positive movement in helping out. But dealing with the 
resolution in the time frame it puts forth is such a complex 
issue. It is important that we deal with it as soon as possible. 


The Deputy Speaker: I would just like to remind the 
member for Chatham-Kent that sometimes you have to be 
very careful in the choice of words that you use. It is just 
on the eve of being not acceptable in this House. 


Mr McClelland: There is limited time to address an 
issue of very significant concern. My friend the member 
for London South had some comments that she wanted to 
get on the record. The fact remains that this has been 
touted as a non-partisan issue, but it flies in the face of 
some of the comments that we heard from the opposite 
side of the House, particularly from the member for Dur- 
ham Centre. 

I want to call him to task on it directly and forthrightly, 
and say that if he can stand in his place and try to slough 
this off by suggesting he is not supportive of it because it 
is Peel only, then clearly, after standing in his self-righ- 
teous manner saying that he was a deliverer of service and 
understands it, to stand up in the same breath and say he is 
not supporting it because it does not address a broader 
concern means he either does not understand it or he has 
chosen to pay a little bit of political game with this. 

I do not know which one it is, but it is one or the other. 
The member for Durham Centre had better look very care- 
fully at his comments in Hansard. If that is representative 
of what he is saying and of his government, I think he will 
have an accounting in five years. _ 

This resolution calls for a revamping of the system 
over a five-year period. It is not Peel only. This by its very 
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nature is using Peel as a focus, but the resolution is the |}! 
leading edge in terms of a review of the system across the | 
province. If the member’s government cannot do it in five |x 
years, five years from now he will certainly not be around | 
to respond and he will not be in government. i 

F 
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It is very interesting that his own minister has paid 
lipservice to the very fundamental changes that are re- 
quired. His Premier said, as they were sworn into power, | 
that the overwhelming responsibility of this government |; 
was to deal adequately and responsibly with overhauling 
the delivery of social services in a method that is under- ) 
standable, that builds on planning, that builds into the year | 
2000 and beyond. 

Now the member says he cannot support it for a num- 
ber of reasons that, quite frankly, do not make any sense at 
all. His response has been to the Back on Track report. My 
friend the member for London South wanted to get this on | 
the record. I think it is important and it is indicative of 
where his mind is. His response to the recognized need for 
an overhaul and a comprehensive review of the social ser- 
vice delivery system is the Back on Track report. It is a | 
piecemeal response that has virtually every municipality 
and every regional government in this province upset. He © 
responds by saying he is going to extend benefits to 16- 
and 17-year-olds living at home and he is eliminating 
home visits. That is his response to this issue. Furthermore, — 
his Premier is not even prepared to meet with leadership 
with respect to that issue either. 

I am really concerned when we stand on a issue of this 
grave significance to men, women and children in the re- 
gion of Peel and indeed across the province and get the 
kind of response we have had today. I would hope many of 
the members opposite would consider this in the light of 
their own conscience and the issue at hand, and not to be 
swayed by some irrelevant argument about whether it is 
parochial in nature. Certainly it is worded in that sense, but — 
the underlying principles are with respect to delivering a 
system that builds on planning and, as my friend the mem- 
ber for Mississauga South said, is based on an issue of 
fairness and equity. 

My friend the member for Durham Centre stands there 
with self-righteousness and says, “What wonderful people 
we are and we know how to deliver,” and then plays little 
word games and says, “But we’re not going to support this 
because it doesn’t represent the entire province.” That is 
absolute nonsense. I say to the member that he should read 
his comments and rethink them and be very careful when 
he is called to task back home with what he has to say 
about that. 

This resolution brought by my friend the member for 
Mississauga North is, if we give it careful consideration, 
indicative. It is a local focus of a major problem that has to 
be addressed that affects real people every day. The issues 
underlying it are fairness, equity and justice for children, 
and if members find they can stand and vote against that, I 
challenge them to do that. 

I conclude my comments by saying I am proud of the 
work that has been done by the Fair Share for Peel Task 
Force, many of whom are here in the gallery, and the work 
done by my friend the member for Mississauga North. 
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200 
| Mr Offer: First I would like to thank all those mem- 
ers in my party and certainly in the third party who have 
jpoken in support of this resolution. With respect to the 
‘omments made by the members on the government side, I 
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san only think of three words: shocked, appalled and dis- 
‘ppointed. 

_ I would have truly hoped they would have taken the 
ime to read the resolution. Those comments that were 
‘nade by every one of those members who said that this is 
i matter which applies only to the region of Peel means 
hey have not read the resolution. I think it behooves me, 
n the very short period of time left, to re-read that it states 
here are problems in the region of Peel because it is a 
‘egion of a growing nature, that there is “the need for a 
consistent method of allocating provincial grants for social 
services,” and it asks the Minister of Community and So- 
zial Services to take “concrete steps to increase the service 
dase to a satisfactory level over a five-year period” and to 
“develop an equitable funding formula that recognizes 
population growth dynamics and social indicators.” 

The words “in the region of Peel” do not appear at the 
end of that resolution. This is a resolution which is asking 
that there be a consistent method for equitable allocation 
of provincial funding for all areas in this province. The 
region of Peel is one such-area that has exhibited such 
growth, but it is not the only area. I cannot believe that the 
members of the government side would stand in their 
places and say, “This is but a region of Peel issue.” It is an 
issue which affects everyone in this province. It is an issue 


of children, of families, and the government members have 
turned their backs on them and have said no to consistent 
provincial allocation of dollars, and for that they should be 
ashamed. 


SEWAGE TREATMENT 
The Deputy Speaker: Mr Johnson has moved resolu- 
tion 16. 
Motion agreed to. 
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The House divided on Mr Offer’s motion, which was 
agreed to on the following vote: 


Ayes—27 


Bradley, Brown, Callahan, Carr, Cordiano, Cousens, 
Elston, Harnick, Haslam, Jordan, Mancini, Marland, McC- 
lelland, Miclash, Murdoch, B., Offer, Perruzza, Poole, 
Silipo, Sola, Tilson, Turnbull, Villeneuve, Waters, Wessen- 
ger, White, Wilson, J. 


Nays—23 


Abel, Christopherson, Cooper, Drainville, Duignan, 
Ferguson, Frankford, Hayes, Hope, Huget, Jamison, John- 
son, Klopp, Lessard, MacKinnon, Mathyssen, Mills, 
O’Connor, Stockwell, Sutherland, Wilson, F., Wilson, G., 
Wiseman. 


The House recessed at 1214. 
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AFTERNOON SITTING 


The House resumed at 1330. 
MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 


BURGOYNE FAMILY 


Mr Bradley: On the evening of Monday 10 June, I 
had the privilege of attending the fifth annual Leonard B. 
Herzog Memorial Foundation dinner, which this year was 
organized in the form of an appreciation night for the Bur- 
goyne family of St Catharines. 

For over a century, members of the Burgoyne family 
have played a significant role in our city as publishers of 
the St Catharines Standard, an independent and commu- 
nity-oriented daily newspaper, and through their benevo- 
lence and generosity in supporting charitable and 
community endeavours. 

When athletes skate, play hockey or lacrosse or enjoy 
recreational events in the north end arena, they are in a 
structure, the Bill Burgoyne Memorial Arena, which re- 
ceived a generous donation from the family before the sod 
was broken. When families gather in the south end to 
enjoy the outdoors in the 122-acre forested area in the 
heart of the city, they are in Burgoyne Woods, a beautiful 
tract of land purchased by the estate of W. B. Burgoyne. 
When students at Brock University interested in business 
utilize a new entrepreneurial centre, it will be the Bur- 
goyne Centre for Entrepreneurship, funded by the family. 

Virtually every aspect of life in St Catharines has been 
touched by the contribution of these outstanding Canadian 
citizens, and it was fitting that Dorothy Doolittle, her son, 
Standard publisher Henry Burgoyne, and her daughters, 
Janet and Harriet, were publicly thanked by the people of 
St Catharines for their service to our community. 

The net proceeds of the event, as usual, go to the Leon- 
ard B. Herzog Memorial Foundation in aid of St Catha- 
tines hospitals. Appropriately, its chairman is Henry 
Burgoyne. 


CHILD CARE 


Mr Turnbull: On Monday 17 June, parents in my ri- 
ding and in five other ridings across Metropolitan Toronto 
are holding a public forum on the question of equality of 
provincial funding for school-based child care centres in 
Metro Toronto. 

Outside Metro, every new school funded by the Minis- 
try of Education gets a new 100%-funded child care facil- 
ity. In Metro, all costs for child care facilities must be paid 
for by property tax dollars. Presently there are over 200 
child care programs in Metro schools. However, the space 
is not guaranteed for child care. If the school requires the 
space for other uses or the school is rebuilt, child care may 
be forced out. When existing schools in Metro are re- 
placed, the existing school-based child care spaces are not 
being rebuilt. Existing child care spaces and the associated 
jobs are lost, not because there is a lack of need but be- 
cause the provincial government discriminates in its fund- 
ing policies against the citizens within Metro. 


When the Premier and the NDP ran for election, they] é 


promised provincial funding for 100% of the costs of child | 


care facilities in Metro schools. The citizens of Metro To-| 


ronto ask to be treated the same as all the other citizens in 


Ontario. They ask the Minister of Education to provide |; 


funding for child care on the same basis to Metro schools 
as to all other schools in the province. 


NIAGARA-ON-THE-LAKE 


Ms Haeck: This Saturday, 15 June, people visiting ), 
Niagara-on-the-Lake will have the chance to peek behind |, 


the scenes and look into some of the quiet, private places | 
in that lovely little town. 

How is that possible? On Saturday, the Niagara Con- 
servancy will be holding its annual garden tour. For $10 
participants can visit.10 private gardens, large and small, 


around the town. The tours will begin at 10 am and run | 


until 4 pm. The money raised by this event will allow the | 
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conservancy, long known for its efforts to protect the envi- | 
ronment of Niagara, to purchase a piece of land along the | 


Niagara River and turn it into a new park. 

Those of you who live’a considerable distance away 
from Niagara can make the garden tour just part of a relax-_ 
ing weekend in Niagara-on-the-Lake, attend a play or two 
at the Shaw Festival, visit historic Fort George, walk the 
charming streets of the old town, visit one of the wineries 


| . 


} 


in the area, attend this weekend’s strawberry festival at St | 


Andrew’s Presbyterian Church and stay over in a charming 
bed-and-breakfast residence. 


| 
Can you think of a better way to spend your weekend? 


I cannot, and I hope you will all come. 


SOCIAL SERVICES 


Mr McClelland: I am happy to say that today a reso- © 


lution standing in the name of the member for Mississauga _ 


| 


North received the approval of this House. That resolution 
advanced the tremendous work done by the Fair Share for 
Peel Task Force and called for, among other things, a five- 
year initiative to develop an equitable funding formula for 
the delivery of social services, with particular reference to — 


children’s services in high-growth areas. 

In February, though, a letter was sent to the Minister of 
Community and Social Services signed by seven members 
of this House, requesting a meeting with the minister and 
representatives of the task force. To date, none of us has 
received a reply. 

In mid-April, one of the-minister’s staff met with rep- 
resentatives of the task force, responded favourably to its 
submissions, acknowledged the existing inequities in fund- 
ing and committed to following them up. That follow-up 
meeting is now tentatively scheduled for September. 

We are perplexed that a minister and a Premier who 
have acknowledged this serious problem are unable not 
only to deal with this important issue expeditiously but are 
unable or perhaps unwilling to meet with agencies that are 
representing 8% of the child population of this province. 
Even more surprisingly, indeed shockingly, a significant 
number of members of the government caucus voted 
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zainst this very important resolution. Many of us are won- 
ering, how could those government members today vote 
gainst addressing an unfair and inequitable situation, as ac- 
nowledged by the Premier and a senior cabinet minister? 

When it came time to vote today, many government 
1embers apparently forgot what their party and their 
sader have said in the past. Once again, that was then, but 
guess this is now. 


DENNIS THOMPSON 


I 

| Mr Carr: Police officers serve to protect us. They put 
neir lives on the line every day. We do not do nearly 
nough to thank them, and it seems only in times of trag- 
idy do we stand up and publicly tell them how much we 
\ppreciate them. Today, unfortunately, is no exception, but 
_would very much like to pay tribute to Sergeant Dennis 
Thompson of the Peterborough detachment of the Ontario 
>rovincial Police. 

Sergeant Thompson was hit by a shotgun blast on 17 
May as he approached a stolen taxicab. He was operated 
yn to remove shotgun pellets from his eyes. Doctors were 
10ping he would regain his sight; however, Sergeant 
Thompson has been told he will never see again. 

Dennis Thompson is recovering at home and is very 
yptimistic about the future. He is looking forward to re- 
oining his detachment and to continuing his community 
Activities, especially as cub scout leader with his five- and 
sight-year-old sons. 

Dennis Thompson is a dedicated police officer and an 
mspiration to us all, and I believe I speak for the entire 
Legislature when I say we wish him well. 


SENIOR CITIZENS’ MONTH 


Mrs MacKinnon: I am very pleased, as a senior, to 
speak to the House today and inform everyone that June is 
Seniors Month. Some three million Canadians are 65 years 
old or more. This means that more than one in every 10 
persons in Canada is a member of the senior population. 
Many activities will be celebrated across the province dur- 
ing the month of June, recognizing the invaluable contri- 
bution seniors make to our communities. Millions of 
dollars are saved each year through the dedication of se- 
niors volunteering in their communities. 

Without seniors’ dedication, no government could ever 
pay for or provide the amount of time and dollars seniors 
contribute through committees, special events, recreation 
and the sharing of their knowledge. Seniors are more ac- 
five today than ever before. Some of us even start new 
careers at age 65. 

I am very proud to be part of the seniors being recog- 
nized during the month of June and encourage all mem- 
bers to take the time to say thank you to the seniors who 
have helped strengthen their communities and continue to 
work for a province we can all be proud of. I take this 
Opportunity to thank the seniors of my riding in Lambton 
county for all their generous contributions that they have 
given throughout the years and continue to give. 


NORTHERN ONTARIO 


Mr Miclash: Last week the Liberal budget task force 
travelled across northern Ontario. The two words which 
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best sum up the feelings of northerners towards the NDP 
government are fear and anger; fear of what the socialist 
government is doing to the already fragile northern econ- 
omy and anger at the cynical NDP “that is then, this is 
now” mentality. 

This is the party which promised a $400-million north- 
ern fund. This is the party which promised four-lane high- 
ways from Keewatin to Kirkland Lake. As well, this is the 
party which promised to buy 100% of its uranium from 
Elliot Lake. This is also the party which deceived 
northerners with promises of one-price gasoline across the 
north but raised gas prices by 30% in its first budget. This 
is the party whose task force on northern health care made 
promises to northerners, only to be shelved by the 
Premier’s Toronto cabinet. 

For the last eight months the people of northern On- 
tario have come to expect one of these five NDP re- 
sponses: (1) “Sure I can promise that, but I can’t deliver”; 
(2) “It’s under review”; (3) “It’s not our fault. Talk to 
Brian”; (4) “Sorry, the Premier won’t let us,” and (5) “It 
wasn’t the Agenda for People, it was the agenda for 
power.” 


Northerners have their own answer for the NDP—they 
want them to stand up and deliver. 


1340 
LAND USE PLANNING 


Mr B. Murdoch: Yesterday the Minister of Municipal 
Affairs announced that he was setting up a commission of 
inquiry to look into land use planning in Ontario. He said 
that it would operate in an open and informal way, “con- 
sulting and seeking consensus.” It appears already that this 
is a farce. 

Apart from the fact that planning decisions should be 
the responsibility of his ministry rather than that of yet 
another publicly funded, bureaucratic body, this commis- 
sion clearly is not impartial. How can they claim to be 
openly consulting when the chairman of the commission 
said at a press conference yesterday that one reason for the 
inquiry was to prevent what was happening in Grey from 
happening elsewhere? 

Exactly what did happen in Grey? Any alleged or per- 
ceived planning wrongdoings in my riding are in the eyes 
of the minister, not the people of Grey. How can we have a 
commissioner who, before he even begins his work, has a 
strong bias against the actions of any county council? How 
can he even pretend to examine the issue fairly when he 
has already formed his opinions? These are not the words 
of an open-minded person. If the minister is honestly seeking 
fairness for the public for this province, he must remove Mr 
Sewell immediately and appoint someone else who can look 
fairly into the issue without perceived prejudice. 


MULTICULTURALISM 


Mr Mammoliti: Today I would like to take the oppor- 
tunity to speak a bit about what makes not only Ontario 
but Canada so unique. We are a multicultural society. 
Every one of us should never forget his roots. We are 
Canadians, but we are encouraged to celebrate our ethnic- 
ity and that is what makes us so special. 
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I am an Italian Canadian and I am proud to say that my 
ties to my culture are very strong. I am very pleased to 
have with us today in the west gallery a respected repre- 
sentative of the Italian government’s ministry of natural 
resources, located in San Giorgio Moggezzo of Reggio, 
Calabria, Signore Michele Carrerri and his wife Concetta. 

I have had the pleasure to meet with Senor Carrerri and 
exchange information regarding both our homelands. Not 
only was I given the chance to learn more about my ori- 
gins, I was able to share with him my pride in Canada. 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 


NATIVE ISSUES 

Hon Mr Wildman: Members will recall that on 28 
March I told this House that the government of Ontario 
intends to resolve the 200-year-old land claim of the Al- 
gonquins of Golden Lake first nation. 

At that time I announced that a statement of intent was 
signed with the first nation to begin land claim negotia- 
tions by 15 June. We also committed ourselves to negotiat- 
ing interim arrangements with the Algonquins of Golden 
Lake regarding their aboriginal right to hunt and fish for 
food in the area they claim as their traditional territory. 
Today I am pleased to announce that negotiators represent- 
ing the province of Ontario will meet with negotiators 
from the Golden Lake first nation on Saturday 15 June in 
Golden Lake to begin the process of resolving the land 
claim. 

At this time I also want to inform the House that the 
province has appointed the law firm of Sack, Goldblatt and 
Mitchell as Ontario’s negotiators for the land claim. The 
negotiators will be supported by the staff of the Ontario 
native affairs secretariat and line ministries such as the 
Ministry of Natural Resources and the Ministry of Tourism 
and Recreation. 

A primary responsibility of the negotiators will be the 
development of a process that will allow Ontario to consult 
with the public and interest groups and the first nation to 
consult with its members. 

Progress is continuing on the interim arrangements on 
hunting and fishing as well. It is our intention that we will 
have agreements with the first nation which incorporate its 
community rules that spell out such matters as hunting and 
fishing seasons, harvest levels, enforcement provisions and 
public safety measures. 

There has been a lot of attention focused on these is- 
sues. One reason, of course, is the size of the claim— 
14,000 square miles of the Ottawa River watershed. The 
second reason, however, is that Algonquin Provincial Park 
is included in the land claim area and the future of the park 
is an important issue to Ontarians. 

Last week, I responded to the recommendations of the 
Provincial Parks Council on the Algonquin Provincial Park 
management plan. I made it clear at that time that this 
government is committed to the protection of Algonquin 
Park’s natural and cultural features, while ensuring that it 
provides a variety of recreational experiences for all 
Ontarians. 

I expect the negotiations leading to a settlement of this 
land claim will be complex. For instance, it is essential that 


fiduciary responsibility for aboriginal peoples. To this 
point, Canada has agreed only to send an observer to the) 
negotiations. Ontario has taken the position that where it has 
a Clear responsibility and the authority, it will negotiate with) 
aboriginal peoples with or without the federal government. \ 

The statement of political relationship that we con-| 
cluded last week with the chiefs of first nations in Ontario 
clearly recognizes the limits of Ontario’s constitutional au- 
thority. Still, there are matters such as crown land and} 
natural resources that are the responsibility of Ontario. We: 
will be prepared to address issues such as these. 

In addition, Ontario and the Golden Lake first nation. 
must address an overlapping claim by the Algonquin na- 
tion of Quebec, and non-status Indian people of the Algon- 
quin nation in Ontario have indicated their interest in the’ 
Golden Lake land claim. We must address both of these 
issues. 

Ontario will also keep its commitments to consult with 
third parties during the course of the negotiations. We will 
consult with those with interests in areas such as tourism, 
recreation, the environment, industry and business as well 
as municipalities. 

I believe we can reach a settlement that is satisfactory 
to all, a settlement that recognizes the rights of the Algon- 
quins of Golden Lake first nation and improves the cir- | 
cumstances of their lives. At the same time, a settlement | 
will respect the interests of a wide variety of non-aborigi- | 
nal people in Ontario. | 

Through land claim tlemierite such as these, we be- | 
lieve our respective communities can find an honourable. 
way of settling historic grievances and living together i in. 
harmony. It is my sincere wish that everyone with an inter- 
est in this issue will show the patience and understanding 
necessary to permit such a settlement to be negotiated. 


OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND SAFETY 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: I am pleased to announce today 
key amendments to the construction projects regulation 
that will contribute greatly to safer and healthier construc- 
tion projects. These changes demonstrate the government’s 
strong commitment to improving health and safety in the 
workplace. 

The construction industry, like all others, is adapting to 
rapidly changing technologies which have resulted in new 
work practices. In its continuing effort to keep pace with 
changes in the workplace, the Ministry of Labour initiated 
an extensive review of existing regulations. 

Recommendations made during this review by labour, 
management, health and safety groups, coroners’ juries 
and others were carefully considered when the amend- 
ments I am announcing today were drafted. These amend- 
ments will come into effect on 1 August. 

A number of the new requirements involve protecting 
workers from falls from heights. This type of accident has 
been a major cause of construction workplace fatalities 
and critical injuries. 

Under the amended regulation, there are no longer any 
exceptions to the provision and use of fall-protection 
equipment such as safety harnesses. Employers will now 
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e required to ensure that workers involved in erecting the 
ikeletal framework of a building, for example, are pro- 
‘ided with complete fall protection. 

| Sections of the regulation have also been strengthened 
‘oncerning the design and construction of scaffolds and, in 
ertain cases, the services of a professional engineer will 
cow be required. 

In the construction of high-rise buildings, there will 
iow be more stringent requirements for the design, testing 
nd inspection of temporary formwork. Here too the ser- 
fices of a professional engineer may be required to ensure 
tructural integrity. 

350 

Another source of potentially serious accidents is the 
mproper installation, use and maintenance of tower 
sranes. An unsafe tower crane can result in death or seri- 
jus injury to its operator, other construction workers and 
‘ven the general public. 

The new regulation sets down more stringent require- 
nents for the design, installation and testing of these 
sranes. In addition, crane owners will now be required to 
<eep permanent logs and records of all maintenance, repair 
and testing of their cranes. 

The provision of adequate hygiene facilities, such as 
oilets and running water, for workers on construction pro- 
ects has been a problem. The availability of adequate toi- 
et and cleanup facilities is taken for granted in most other 
workplaces. We believe construction workers deserve the 
same consideration. Increased hygiene concerns dictate 
hat the quality and quantity of hygiene facilities must be 
mproved on construction projects. 

The new regulation will require that flush toilets and 
unning water be provided at most construction sites. At 
east one flush toilet will be required for every group of 15 
yr fewer workers. The only exceptions to the regulation 
will be for sites in extremely remote areas, on projects of a 
yery short duration or where there are logistical supply 
roblems. In these cases, however, the contractor will be 
equired to consult with the project’s joint health and 
safety committee or representative about acceptable alter- 
lative facilities. 

Serious injuries and fatalities due to electrical shocks 
and burns are another major concern of my ministry. As a 
esult, we have greatly expanded the sections governing 
lectrical work to provide for specific safety procedures 
‘or working with live electrical systems and for rescuing 
njured workers. Sections of the regulation dealing with 
1igh-voltage electrical systems will incorporate the rules 
set out in the rule books of the Electrical Utilities Safety 
Association of Ontario and Ontario Hydro. 

Excavations and trench cave-ins have also been a cause 
of serious injury and death. Key amendments in this area 
will involve: more stringent sloping and shoring require- 
ments to prevent cave-ins. 

These revised regulations reflect the government’s de- 
lermination that everything that can be done will be done 
lo ensure safe and healthy workplaces in Ontario. They 
also reflect the Ministry of Labour’s continuing effort to 
make certain its legislation keeps pace with the changing 
echnologies of today. 


EDUCATION POLICY 


Hon Mrs Boyd: I wish to advise members today that 
I am introducing a bill to amend the Education Act. Many 
of the amendments in this bill are housekeeping matters; 
however, some reflect recent ministry policy initiatives. 

These amendments are based on proposals which were 
sent to a broad range of stakeholders, although the time for 
response was necessarily short. I intend to send a copy of 
this bill to those same stakeholders to provide an opportu- 
nity to them for further comment. 

I will not take the time now to go through all of the 
amendments. However, I do want to bring some of them to 
the members’ attention. 

When a teacher is convicted of a criminal offence 
which would place students at risk, the minister has the 
authority to suspend or cancel a teacher’s certificate after a 
careful and serious review of the circumstances. 

Currently boards are not required to notify the minister, 
although many do. We propose to make it mandatory for 
school boards to inform the minister in such cases to en- 
sure that the minister and ministry officials have the op- 
portunity to review the situation. I believe this particular 
amendment will close a loophole in a matter that has been 
of concern to parents and many others in our community. 

Among other proposed amendments to the act are mea- 
sures to ensure that all school boards have drug education 
policies and anti-racism and ethnocultural policies in 
place. We are also clarifying measures for the transfer of 
schools from one board to another. 

These are some of the changes. As I said, there are a 
number of other amendments to the act in this bill and I 
will speak to those when I introduce the bill. 


RESPONSES 


NATIVE ISSUES 


Mr Offer: I would like to respond first to the state- 
ment by the honourable minister responsible for native 
affairs. 

Certainly, we commend the commencement of the nego- 
tiations with the Algonquins of the Golden Lake first nation 
on a claim which has long been seen to have legitimacy. 

We know the discussions will be complex and lengthy 
but we also indicate that there are still some questions 
outstanding. The first question is the real role of the federal 
government in these negotiations. Second, we would like 
to know a little bit more about the overlapping claim of the 
Algonquins of Quebec. These are two matters outstanding 
which we do indeed believe require responses. 

We recognize that land claims are sensitive issues and 
there is a need to maintain good communications with the 
non-native interests as these proceed, given of course the 
multiplicity of uses on crown land. 

In general, on this particular announcement, we certainly 
do commend the commencement of such negotiations. 


~ OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND SAFETY 


Mr Offer: In regard to the announcement by the Min- 
ister of Labour, certainly our party is supportive of the 
measures which increase safety for workers on the job. 
That is why Bill 208 was brought forward, introduced and 
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passed by the previous Liberal government under the tute- 
lage of the previous Minister of Labour, the member for 
Scarborough-Agincourt. That, of course, is a bill which 
reinforces the partnership of business and labour and 
achieves the important goal of enhancement of safety in 
the workplace. 

Though I note that the current Minister of Labour was 
in opposition to Bill 208 when it was brought forward by 
the previous Liberal government, it is nice to see a letter 
which appeared in the Financial Post of 19 March, signed by 
the Minister of Labour, which states, referring to Bill 208: 

“This legislation represents some of the most progres- 
sive health and safety regulations in North America. We 
believe its provisions for training and education under the 
umbrella of the Workplace Health and Safety Agency will 
prove an effective tool in achieving safer, healthier and 
more productive workplaces.” 

The Minister of Labour knows that is a letter which he 
himself signed. We certainly relish that type of letter and 
that change of direction by the Minister of Labour, finally 
recognizing that Bill 208, brought forward by the Liberal 
government, by our Minister of Labour, the member for 
Scarborough-Agincourt, is one of the most progressive 
bills to provide safety in the workplace. 

Though we still want to take a look at the very exten- 
sive regulations brought forward, we certainly believe this 
is a Step in the right direction. We do reserve the right to 
take a hard look at those regulations, but indeed with some 
of those aspects, as brought forward, we are in support of 
the direction as one which builds upon the Bill 208 legisla- 
tion brought forward by the previous Liberal government. 


EDUCATION POLICY 


Mr Beer: I rise to respond to the statement by the 
Minister of Education. We look forward to a number of the 
specific amendments that she has mentioned and will 
need, I think, to take some care with respect to the kind of 
authority that the minister would have in dealing with 
teachers convicted of a criminal offence, in seeing exactly 
how that would be exercised. But the direction is one that 
certainly makes sense at this time. 


We also note that the various actions being taken with 
respect to drug education and anti-racism and ethnocultu- 
tal policies are ones that a number of boards are taking and 
are important. 

I want to focus on that measure which talks about clari- 
fying measures for the transfer of schools from one board 
to another. I want to echo the comments of my colleague 
the member for London North yesterday, that we must 
ensure that never again does a community like Essex in 
this province have to go through what it has gone through 
over the past weeks and months. I quote one of the parents, 
who Said in the Windsor Star: 

“It was unfortunate the dispute had been allowed to 
drag on for so long. It makes for deeper wounds that take 
longer to heal. In one sense it has drawn different commu- 
nities together to fight for community schools, but inter- 
nally it has done damage within a community because of 
what’s been said between friends and neighbours.” 
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happened. It was the government’s incompetence—and 
stress it was the government’s incompetence—that al-) 
lowed that to happen. A settlement had been worked out 
by the previous government, which was set aside, and in 
the end that is what we returned to. That must never, ever| 
happen again. | 
1400 | 

NATIVE ISSUES | 


Mr Harnick: I would like to respond to the minister} 
responsible for native affairs. It is interesting, in passing, | 
that the law firm of Sack Goldblatt Mitchell has been re- 
tained as Ontario’s negotiators for the land claim, the firm} 
the Premier did his articles with. It is a labour firm that 
acts on behalf of unions. I find it passing strange that they} 
are going to be negotiating a complicated land claim. 


Hon Mr Wildman: Are you suggesting they are in- 
competent? 

Mr Harnick: No, not at all. They are terrific labour} 
lawyers. 

At any rate, I hope the minister remains true to his 
obligations, not just to the native communities but to those 
who are also affected, so that at the end of the day the 
people who are also affected by the satisfying of the land 
claim, which we hope will happen, can walk away and 
realize that justice has been done for everyone, so that 
there is not a lingering animosity and so that the develop-. 
ment and management of Algonquin Park remain sacred. _ 


EDUCATION POLICY 


Mrs Cunningham: I would like to respond to the 
statement by the Minister of Education. The minister pre- 
viously has called bills housekeeping matters in this’ 
House. We appreciate the fact that she has expanded that to 
say we are now looking at ministry policy initiatives. 

This is quite an extensive bill and we are looking for- 
ward to seeing it this afternoon, hoping that the minister 
will indeed give the stakeholders a fair amount of time to 
respond as they see the bill in print. We are looking at such 
serious matters as governance, accommodation, finance, 
religious education, continuing education and student sus- 
pension, and the list goes on to include what the minister 
herself talked about today, criminal offences by teachers, 
drug education policies and, more important, the transfer | 
of schools. So we are very serious about taking a look at 
this. 

The minister should know that it took us a very long 
time to get from her ministry the package that was pre- 
pared some time in March, and we would appreciate it. 
very much, if she has any support materials on the discus- 
sions that took place in the formulation of this legislation, 
if she would forward it to the critics as quickly as possible. 

I made my voice known yesterday with regard to our 
concerns about Bill 30. I thank the member for York North | 
for the compliments. I hope the minister will be taking this 
issue very seriously. We never need experience across this 
province what happened, I might say, some three years ago 
in Hamilton, Ontario. It did not happen in London, On- 
tario, but did happen again in Essex. I hope this bill will 


slarify for all parents and students and teachers in this 
rovince procedures that are so important to the quality of 
ife and education. 


OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND SAFETY 


| Mr Tilson: I would like to respond to the statement of 
he Minister of Labour. With the growing number of 
deaths and injuries with respect to the construction indus- 
tty, I think this type of legislation is necessary and many of 
the safety aspects are necessary. However, there are certain 
‘tems that I am sure the minister will have to spend a little 
dit more time on. 

Specifically, I look at the subject of generalizing 
throughout the entire industry, comparing all construction 
ites as if they were the same. Surely there are differences 
with small sites and large sites, for example, with the nec- 
essary requirement of scaffolds and engineers in part of the 
statement. Surely there must be some clarification with 
Tespect to small job sites. 

_ The same goes with respect to flush toilets and the 
necessity that workmen be allowed to wash their hands. 
There gets to be a certain predictability to requiring certain 
tequirements like that, specifically again in small job sites. 
I would like to know how many consultations he has had 
with respect to workmen having the desire to wash their 
hands. I cannot believe it is that widespread. 

_ Iam also concerned with the cost of buildings. The 
costs of Bill 4 and Bill 121 have been put on the housing 
industry. This is going to be more cost to the housing 
industry and it is going to discourage more and more peo- 
ple from getting into the housing industry. 

~ T would like the minister to take a second look at some 
of these things. Certainly the legislation is needed because 
of safety reasons, but we should not get too much bureau- 
cracy, as has been indicated. 

As far as the 1 August date depicted is concerned, I 
question how much consultation has gone into that. It may 
be too early, and I would hope he would have more con- 
Sultation than he has indicated with the industry to ques- 
tion whether that date is too early. 


CONDUCT OF CABINET MINISTERS 


Hon Ms Swarbrick: Mr Speaker, I rise today on a 
point of privilege. On 4 March I sent a letter to the presi- 
dent of the College of Physicians and Surgeons of Ontario 
expressing my concern regarding the college’s decision to 
allow a doctor to continue practising medicine despite four 
convictions for child sexual assault. In that letter I said that 
although the decision to revoke the doctor’s licence was 
pending an appeal of his convictions, it was my recom- 
mendation that the college suspend his licence in the in- 
terim, based on the fact that he had been convicted on four 
charges of sexual assault involving girls between the ages 
of 12 and 15 years. 

I rise today to offer the House a profound apology for 
what I now understand was mistaken and inappropriate 
action, and I deeply regret any embarrassment I may have 
caused the Premier and my government. 

As I said in my letter to the college: “Sexual abuse 
involving a doctor and a patient is of particular concern as 
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it involves a breach of trust and abuse of power. The im- 
pact on the victim, therefore, is not dissimilar to that of 
incestuous abuse.” 

I wrote that letter out of a sense of responsibility as 
Minister without Portfolio responsible for women’s issues 
and because I shared the outrage and the distress of the 
women from the doctor’s community, the women who 
raised the issue with me. 

I still have those feelings, but I know my actions were 
wrong. No matter how strong my feelings, I believe it was 
inappropriate for me, as a minister of the crown, to attempt 
to influence a tribunal. Therefore, I have offered my resig- 
nation to the Premier. 


Hon Miss Martel: Following on the statement made 
by my colleague the minister responsible for women’s is- 
sues, I want to inform the members of the House, and 
through them the people of Ontario, that I also wrote a 
letter concerning this matter. My letter, written on constitu- 
ency office letterhead as the MPP for Sudbury East and 
dated 11 April 1991, reads as follows. It is addressed to Ed 
Singleton, Registrar, College of Physicians and Surgeons 
of Ontario. 

“Dear Mr Singleton: 

“Recently you would have received correspondence 
from Jan Steven, consumer representative on the maternal, 
newborn and paediatric subcommittee of the Manitoulin- 
Sudbury District Health Council. I attach a letter for your 
easy perusal and wish to make this comment. 

“The conviction of Dr Mohan of North Bay is a terri- 
bly serious matter and one that needs to be given much 
more weight and consideration by the college. It seems to 
me that Jan Steven has raised a very legitimate concern 
regarding why the college continues to allow Dr Mohan to 
practise, given sentencing on sexual assault charges. 

“A change in the position of the college is in order in 
this matter. I would appreciate receiving a copy of any 
response you forward to Jan Steven.” 

While in opposition, I wrote two letters on behalf of 
constituents to the College of Physicians and Surgeons. 
However, while my letter was written regarding a constitu- 
ency matter, I am a member of the government and the 
cabinet. Upon reflection, I realize that it is difficult for the 
public to discern between the role of a representative of the 
constituency and the role of a representative of the govern- 
ment and indeed cabinet. It is not appropriate to write such 
a letter and I profoundly apologize for doing so. 

I deeply regret my error in judgement and any embar- 
rassment this has caused the Premier, my colleagues, my 
staff and the staff at my ministry. It is clear that the writing 
of such a letter could be perceived as having exercised 
undue political influence on the College of Physicians and 
Surgeons. 

Therefore, in order to accept responsibility for this pos- 
sibility, I have offered my resignation to the Premier. I 
leave the matter in his hands. Again, I apologize to all the 
House, to my colleagues and to the public for the error 
which I have committed. 
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Mr Nixon: I have a word on the statements by the two 
honourable members. I need hardly say there is no politi- 
cal joy in these statements, and I can assure the two hon- 
ourable members on behalf of my colleagues that their 
reputation and integrity have in no way suffered by these 
statements. From my own point of judgement in these 
matters, I would congratulate both of them on the actions 
they have taken in the House at this time and leave the 
responsibility where it properly belongs. 

Mr Eves: I too would like to make a very brief com- 
ment with respect to the statements made by the two hon- 
ourable members. 

The member for Scarborough West knows very well 
what I feel about her integrity as a minister for women’s 
issues. I have expressed that to her on at least two occa- 
sions that I can recall. The minister who is the member for 
Sudbury East will know that I have had a profound admi- 
ration for her abilities and integrity in this House for sev- 
eral years now. 

I would like to echo the comments made by the leader 
of the official opposition that there is indeed no joy in 
statements such as these made in the Legislature here this 
afternoon. However, I might add that I think it demon- 
strates to everybody that there is indeed integrity in the 
system we all try to serve regardless of which side of the 
House we are on. I think in that respect, at least, I have 
more confidence than ever in the system we have here in 
Ontario. 


ORAL QUESTIONS 


CONDUCT OF CABINET MINISTERS 


Mr Nixon: I am questioning myself the appropriate- 
ness of the question, but I believe the Premier deserves to 
say something about this matter to the House. I think he 
understands that the feeling expressed by the two spokes- 
persons over here is sincerely felt. Without getting beyond 
that: feeling, the responsibility rests very largely on the 
head of the government, not only to respond to the offers 
made by the two ministers but to accept a certain special 
responsibility for the fact that, in spite of their strong feel- 
ings in this regard in this sickening incident, they did not 
know better. What has he got to say about that? 

Hon Mr Rae: That is a very fair question and I will 
try to respond as fairly as I can. 

Let me first of all say to members that, from a human 
perspective, they will perhaps appreciate that I was totally 
unaware of either of these letters when I was working this 
morning with the Premier’s Council on Health, Wellbeing 
and Social Justice. 

I know that all of us are supposed to have an instant 
response to the situation, and I suppose there are those 
who would say that politically one should have an instant 
response. 

Let me tell the Leader of the Opposition this: I have 
had a chance this morning, upon hearing of this news and 
leaving the meeting and speaking with the minister for 
women’s issues, to discuss the matter with her for about 
half an hour or 45 minutes. We both immediately agreed 
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that what she did was wrong, that it was completely inap- 
propriate and that however strongly she felt and all of us 
feel about the circumstances surrounding this case, such a 
letter should not have been written. 


I was not aware of the letter written by the member for | 


Sudbury East until about 45 minutes ago. I did not see the 
letter until I came into question period and I have not had 
an opportunity to have any discussion at all with the mem- 
ber for Sudbury East. 

I would say this to the Leader of the Opposition: The 


letters should not have been written. Particularly the letter | 


from the minister, given that it was written as minister for 
women’s issues, should not have been written. It should 
not have gone to the tribunal. The judge has made his 
judgement in that instance. I have decided to accept the 
resignation of the minister for women’s issues on the basis 
of the conversation I had with her this morning. 

I hope the Leader of the Opposition will understand 
when I say I would like a chance to reflect on the circum- 
stances surrounding the letter that was written by the mem- 
ber for Sudbury East. It was written as a constituency 
member. I do not know whether there are other constitu- 


ency members who have ever written letters to tribunals, | 


but I suspect there are. I would like a chance to explore | 


that with her and a chance to share that with people and to 
exercise some judgement in that regard. 

If he has any advice, I would be interested in hearing 
the advice. It is something which concerns me, because the 
circumstances surrounding this case are particularly diffi- 
cult in light of the fact that there was a substantial degree 
and body of public opinion, particularly in the communi- 
ties involved in northern Ontario, which could not under- 
stand why it was that nothing more was being done. I think 
it is important for members to try to put that in context. 

I am not undercutting or underestimating at all the fact 
that I think in the circumstances ministers of the crown 
should not be corresponding with tribunals. The rules on 
that are very clear. It is not a matter of my guidelines or 
any other guidelines; it is just a matter of the basic rules of 
the game. But without attempting to avoid the question at 
all, I would say, in summary, that I have decided, and with 
enormous regret, to accept the resignation of the Minister 
without Portfolio responsible for women’s issues. But I am 
still determining, because I think I ought to have a chance 
at least to speak to the Minister for Northern Development 
and the House leader to discuss the circumstances under 
which the letter was written and to respond to the House 
accordingly. 

Mr Nixon: Perhaps there is a special sensitivity, not 
so much about the ghastly situation that elicited the letters, 
but the fact that similar matters have been before the 
House in the recent past. I personally believe that the ac- 
tions taken by these ministers is exemplary and the deci- 
sion is where it should be. 

In his answer, the Premier indicated that he would like 
some advice. I suppose if I can give advice in an interroga- 
tive way, would he consider reconsidering his acceptance 
of the resignation of the Minister without Portfolio respon- 
sible for women’s issues? I think there is a clear under- 
standing of what has happened here. While the Premier 
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,as indicated that he perceives a substantial difference in 
he situations, I think there would be some understanding 
n the House and probably in the community if he gave 
urther, more general consideration to the matter. So in 
sponse to his answer to my question, I simply say that to 
1im. I will not pursue it further, other than to say, what else 
; he going to do to help his colleagues in these matters? 


| Hon Mr Rae: First of all, with respect to the first 
question by the Leader of the Opposition, I would perhaps 
appreciate the opportunity to discuss this with him after he 
nas had a chance to reflect with his colleagues, as well as 
‘o discuss it with the leader of the third party. I think we all 
anderstand the sensitivity of the circumstances we are 
dealing with in terms of the particular circumstances in- 
volving the college. I am, if I may say so, deeply grateful 
to the leader for the very classy way in which he has 
responded. I think it is extremely helpful to all of us who 
are wrestling with these questions. 

He asks what else we are doing. I can only tell the 
Leader of the Opposition that the mistakes this govern- 
ment makes and mistakes ministers make, errors in judge- 
ment they commit, are very much made in public. It is a 
learning experience for a party that has been, I would 
argue, too long in opposition and he would probably argue 
too long in power. 

I have asked for the advice of the standing committee 
on administration of justice and I would appreciate further 
advice from the justice committee with respect to dealing 
with the question of how one deals with these problems. 
The fact is, mistakes were made. I think we all recognize 
the emotion that led to the mistakes, but as Judge Chad- 
wick said, the letter should not have been written, and I 
think one has to listen carefully to the judge in those cir- 
cumstances. But we are continuing to try. We had a meet- 
ing today to go over it again and to try to get people to 
understand the seriousness of these situations and I will 
continue to make efforts. If there have to be other changes 
made in terms of making it even clearer, I will do so. 

Mr Nixon: I said I was not going to pursue it, but if it 
is any help, I can remember a somewhat similar occasion 
back in history where one of the Premier’s predecessors 
said to his then colleagues, “Will you stop doing this, be- 
cause I can’t help you.” 

Hon Mr Rae: Who said that? 

Mr Nixon: I forget who. Somebody said that. 
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TAXATION 


Mr Nixon: To go from classy to business as usual, 
may I direct a question to the Premier on another matter 
that was raised by myself yesterday with the Ministry of 
Industry, Trade and Technology and I intended to raise 
with the Treasurer today. It is the policy of the government 
of Ontario with regard to the provincial sales tax and the 
goods and services tax. 

We are aware that the leader of the New Democratic 
Party said clearly before the election that he would have 
nothing to do with that, and we take him at face value. The 
Minister of Industry, Trade and Technology, however, said 
that when it comes to co-operation with the GST and 


maybe putting the taxes together, everything was on the 
table. I do not have his direct quote and I am not going to 
take time for it. When he answered yesterday, he said that 
was not one of the alternatives. 

Could the Premier make clear what the policy is? He 
has stated clearly the two taxes will not be put together. Is 
he thinking of assisting in the collection? Is he thinking of 
broadening the base of the provincial sales tax to coincide 
partly or totally with the GST? Perhaps in the absence of 
the Treasurer and the other minister he could make this 
matter clear. 


Hon Mr Rae: I can only tell the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition what I know, and that is that we have a provincial 
sales tax and we regard the GST as a most unfortunate 
intrusion into an area of taxation that up until very recently 
has been exclusively the area of preserve of the provincial 
governments across the country. 

There are no discussions going on within the govern- 
ment with respect to the question of harmonization of the 
two taxes. But he will also know—he was once Trea- 
surer—that the Treasurer reserves very jealously the right 
to consider tax matters as he prepares for the next budget. 
That is really all I can tell him. There is no dramatic an- 
nouncement coming this week with respect to the question 
of harmonization between our tax system and the GST. We 
regard the GST as a most unfortunate and counterproduc- 
tive intrusion into our area as well as an unfair tax on 
people. 

We are having to wrestle with it all the time, as well as 
with the fact that, with the cross-border shopping issue, we 
do face now the prospect of revenue losses as high as $200 
million or $300 million a year, which is very, very substan- 
tial. We have to look as that as a government. The Trea- 
surer feels an obligation to look upon that as Treasurer. 
Beyond that, I really cannot enlighten the Leader of the 
Opposition. 

Mr Nixon: If I may quote from the Financial Post of 
12 June: “Ontario Treasurer Floyd Laughren said yester- 
day the province is considering harmonizing the items to 
which the provincial sales tax and the federal GST 
apply....” That is not putting the taxes together, but that is 
a huge broadening of the provincial sales tax base. If the 
Premier does not want to or cannot tell me more about it, 
is there anything he is thinking of telling the Treasurer 
about this matter? 


Hon Mr Rae: There are many things that I think of 
telling the Treasurer that I might not share with the Leader 
of the Opposition. We may be chummy, but we are not that 
chummy. The Leader of the Opposition was on this side as 
Treasurer and he knows full well that the GST is a massive 
intrusion into our area of taxation, that it poses an enor- 
mous problem for smaller businesses across the province 
as well as an enormous problem for consumers. He will 
also know the economic challenges that are facing the 
province of Ontario. 

My short answer to the leader is I cannot enlighten him 
any further than I have. If we have any further things to 
tell him, we will let him know. 
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Mr Nixon: Finally, I quote from a campaign news 
release of the member for York South, 22 August 1990— 
that seems so many years ago: “We’re committed to mak- 
ing taxes fairer by saying from the beginning that we will 
have nothing to do with the Mulroney tax.” That was the 
most pejorative adjective he could think of at the time and 
it is pretty good even now. Yet his Minister of Industry, 
Trade and Technology says that nothing is off the table; he 
is considering the whole thing. And the Treasurer is saying 
that we may expand our base to coincide with the GST 
base, which would be one of the biggest tax grabs imagin- 
able. 

How does the Premier square his firm commitment 
made less than a year ago to the electorate with the state- 
ments made by his colleagues? . 

Hon Mr Rae: Before he gets too agitated, I will sim- 
ply say to the Leader of the Opposition that he knows full 
well the circumstances in which the economy of Ontario 
now finds itself: We are in a serious recession, which is a 
reality that we face; we have a deficit that is larger than 
any of us would like to see in terms of its impact on the 
Treasury generally; we have a need to introduce tax 
changes that will be fair and effective. 

We also have a GST that is now law, the appeals to the 
Supreme Court notwithstanding. It is the law of the land 
and it will be the law of the land for the foreseeable future. 
That is a reality that small businesses and consumers are 
having to contend with across this province. 

There are no plans to harmonize the two tax systems. 
Beyond that, the matter is in the hands of the Treasurer and 
will continue to be as we proceed through the budgeting 
process. 


LAND USE PLANNING 


Mr Harnick: My question is to the Premier. On 7 
September 1990, the day after being elected, the Premier- 
designate reiterated his previous commitment to establish- 
ing an inquiry into the relationship among developers, 
politicians and government officials. 

Yesterday, the Minister of Municipal Affairs an- 
nounced a commission to study land use planning. Since 
this commission does not include the relationship among 
developers, politicians and government officials, would the 
Premier tell us when we can expect an announcement on 
the inquiry he originally promised? 

Hon Mr Rae: I think I will let that question be an- 
swered by the Minister of Housing. 

Hon Mr Cooke: I think I indicated to the House yes- 
terday, and certainly as well in the press conference after, 
that the inquiry we have announced focuses on improving 
the planning process and the planning system in our prov- 
ince, bringing back the confidence that I think the people 
in this province need and want in the planning process and 
the approvals process. I think it will help restore that sense 
of confidence in the system. 

The member will also know that the police are in- 
volved in a couple of investigations in this province. It is 
absolutely impossible and it would be improper to have an 
inquiry where the police are involved and investigating 
specific instances in this province. 


Mr Harnick: On 10 August, the Premier issued a re- || 


lease saying— 

Mr Sorbara: Go ahead, Charles. You will get answers 
to that. 

Mr Harnick: The member for York Centre will be 
interested in this: 

“When it comes to the links between David Peterson’s 


government and the developers, the Liberals have a lot to | 


hide. That’s why the Liberals have refused to call the 


broad inquiry we need into the links between Liberals, | 


campaign donations and developers, and that’s why the 


Premier’s office killed an inquiry into land development | 


here in York region. The Liberals don’t want the details to 


| 
| 


| 
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be exposed in public light. They don’t want to reveal just — 
how the developers are pulling the strings of this Liberal — 
government. The Liberals don’t want to reveal how they | 
sold out to some of the most powerful private interests in 


the province.” 
This is written on NDP letterhead during the election, 


10 August. Is the reason we are not having the inquiry we | 


were promised because the allegations the Premier was 
making then, when he was in opposition, were without 
substance? 


Hon Mr Cooke: The reason we are not having the 


inquiry the member is referring to is because we sought 


advice from the Attorney General, and the Attorney Gen- | 
eral made it very clear that there are police investigations | 
going on in this province and it would be inappropriate for — 
us to have a public inquiry in the same area that the police — 


is investigating. 


Mr Harnick: My leader spoke with the Premier-des- — 


ignate on election night and met with him shortly after, and 
the Premier reiterated his commitment to a broad inquiry. 
In fact, he discussed opening up the inquiry to include 
even non-profit housing. Yesterday’s announcement is not 
what was discussed. It is not what was promised. What has 
changed? Are the original allegations that he made without 
substance? 


Hon Mr Cooke: I think I have answered the 
member’s question, but I would like to encourage him and 
other members of the House and certainly developers in 
the province and municipalities and interest groups to par- 
ticipate in this public inquiry into the planning process. We 
need to work together in this province to find a planning 
process the public will have confidence in and one where, 
when there are good developments proposed, they get 
through the approvals process in an efficient way. 

That is something the private sector, municipal politi- 
cians and community groups have been saying to us is 
absolutely essentially and that is why the public inquiry 
was set up. That is why there are strict time lines of two 
years, because we believe together we can find a good 
planning process that works and enjoys the confidence of 
the people of this province. 


1430 
HOCKEY FRANCHISE 


Mr Sterling: My question is to the Premier. He is no 
doubt aware that the Ontario Municipal Board is conducting 
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hearings regarding the proposed site for the Ottawa 


Senators’ Palladium in the city of Kanata. At issue is the 
ise of 98 acres of perhaps class 2 agricultural land. The 
yroposed site lies in the shadows of the city of Kanata. 
Immediately across from the site is the city hall for 
Kanata. Adjacent to the site is a new regional municipality 
of Ottawa-Carleton garage, and the site lies right besides 
the Queensway. 

} I believe in the wise use of the province’s farm land, 
out I also believe in the wise use of taxpayers’ money and 
the encouragement of economic growth. Land use issues 
are rarely black and white. I have asked the Minister of 
Agriculture and Food previously, when the Premier was 
‘not here, for an accounting of the costs of his opposition to 
the zoning that was passed by the regional municipality of 
Ottawa-Carleton 26 to 0. 

I say to the Premier that his government has spent 
taxpayers’ money. How does he justify the refusal to di- 
vulge the information as to these costs? How much is the 
Premier spending to oppose the Ottawa Senators at this 
time? 


Hon Mr Rae: A change in the classification of land, 
which is what is being considered by the OMB, would 
take place regardless, if I may say so, of the position of the 
government of Ontario or of any ministry of the govern- 
ment. There were objectors to the proposed change and I 
think that point should be registered with the member for 
Carleton. 

I do not have the figures he is asking for in front of me 
today, and I am certainly not going to comment on what is 
happening in front of the tribunal, except to say that the 
tribunal has a job to do under the law. It has a job to do 
with respect to planning and considering the use of agri- 
cultural land and the shift in its designation, and that re- 
sponsibility is one that the OMB is quite properly 
exercising. 

I think it would be a little strange if the Ministry of 
Agriculture and Food were not there to put forward infor- 
mation with respect to the use of the land. That is their job. 
That is what one would expect the ministry to be doing. 


Mr Sterling: No one is denying what the Minister of 
Agriculture and Food should or should not do in opposing 
a zoning change. What one is questioning is how much of 
the government’s resources are put behind this specific 
application to oppose the Ottawa Senators in the Ottawa- 
Carleton area. 

Meanwhile, I want to point out to the Premier that in 
other parts of the province at the present time there are 
plans to develop, east of the city of Markham, 800 acres of 
class 1 and class 2 agricultural land. The Premier may be 
aware that of these 800 acres of prime agricultural land, 
625 acres are owned by the province. The town of Mark- 
ham has been working with a consultant paid by his gov- 
ernment to develop residential subdivisions, which this 
government requires to be made up of a minimum of 35% 
affordable housing. Affordable housing is a worthy objec- 
tive, but it is of interest to note that the Ministry of Agri- 
culture and Food, which has been so interested in the 
Senator’s Palladium site, has been consulted and has 
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approved of a proposed development of 800 acres of prime 
agricultural land in central Ontario. 

Perhaps the Premier could tell this House why he is 
willing to spend somewhere between $1 million and $2 
million, I believe, to block a site that will take up only 98 
acres of land with questionable agricultural potential in 
eastern Ontario, but is quite willing to allow 800 acres of 
prime agricultural land here is southern Ontario to go 
ahead for development. 


Hon Mr Rae: I look forward to looking into the cir- 
cumstances described by the member for Carleton. 


Mr Sterling: If I had even a quarter of the money the 
Minister of Agriculture and Food is spending in Ottawa, I 
probably could turn up about a dozen of those in a couple 
of days. 

No one would deny the benefits of housing, affordable 
and otherwise, but this government seems prepared once 
again to deny the benefits of economic growth to eastern 
Ontario. The Premier cannot have it both ways. If his gov- 
ernment is truly committed to preserving agricultural land, 
then why is it spending millions opposing a development 
of a small parcel of perhaps class 2 land while allowing 
this 800-acre site to go ahead in southwestern Ontario? | 
add that he could preserve the land in southwestern On- 
tario with the stroke of a pen. 

The people of Ottawa-Carleton are beginning to won- 
der what the agenda of this government is regarding the 
Ottawa Senators in eastern Ontario. 


Hon Mr Rae: The member says I cannot have it both 
ways. There are some days when I feel I cannot have it any 
way at all. I hope he will understand me when I say that. 

The member says, “What is the agenda of the govern- 
ment with respect to the Ottawa Senators and with respect 
to the future of the franchise in Ottawa?” Let me make it 
very clear to the member for Carleton that when I was 
asked some time ago by both applicants, from Hamilton 
and Ottawa, to write to the chairman of the NHL, I made it 
very clear that as far as the government of Ontario was 
concerned, we thought Ontario deserved not one but two 
franchises because this is a place where hockey and the 
NHL have a great market. I supported both applications. 

The member for Carleton knows full well that the diffi- 
culty we have faced in the Ottawa application to the OMB 
was the fact that the 500-acre site being proposed is on 
land zoned as agricultural. It is fair to say that some people 
said, ““We’ll just abandon the whole regulatory framework, 
throw it out the window and get on with it.” I said it would 
be inappropriate for us to do. We ought to let the regula- 
tory process work and operate fairly on behalf of all the 
citizens so that people could see it was fair, that nothing 
untoward was being done and that it was clearly being 
done all out in the public and in the open. That is what has 
taken place. But if the member says to me, “Do we still 
support having a franchise for the NHL in Ottawa?” I 
would say yes, and I support one for Hamilton as well and 
always have done. 
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EDUCATION PROGRAM EVALUATION 


Mr Beer: My question is to the Minister of Education 
and concerns the evaluation of Ontario’s educational sys- 
tem. Earlier this year the minister withdrew Ontario from 
the national student achievement indicators program, and 
more recently she has disbanded the provincial advisory 
committee on evaluation policy and practices. All this has 
happened at a time when virtually every other jurisdiction 
in North America has been working to set up and to create 
better ways of evaluating, assessing and measuring our 
school systems. In that climate, the actions she has taken 
seem to be moving Ontario into a completely different 
direction. 


Would the minister set out clearly today the position of 
her government with respect to the evaluation and assess- 
ment of the Ontario educational system, and how is she 
planning to implement that policy? 


Hon Mrs Boyd: I am very grateful for the question 
from the member of the opposition because it concerns a 
great many people about the educational system. I have 
stated before in the House and will state again our firm 
contention that it is the absolute right of citizens, parents 
and students to expect that the Ministry of Education has 
evaluation measures in place that are going to help to mon- 
itor continually and improve the educational system. We 
withdrew to observer status on the national indicators pro- 
gram because it did not do that. 


We are participating in a number of other projects. The 
major one is an undertaking of the ministry in conjunction 
with the curriculum review called the Benchmarks project, 
geared to the actual curriculum as devised by the curricu- 
lum review, which will go along with those things and 
measure the success of our teaching of the agreed curricu- 
lum within the province. We believe that is the best way to 
do it. 


We transferred the responsibility for the evaluation 
process from the committee that did exist and that had 
asked what its role was, given the creation of the Learning 
Programs Advisory Committee, to the Learning Programs 
Advisory Committee. We believe those two things need to 
be conjoined. 


Mr Beer: Frankly, the response of the minister is to- 
tally inadequate, because the body to which she has trans- 
ferred responsibilities for evaluation is a body of some 50 
people with a mandate that does not adequately or properly 
cover the specific function that not only we in the opposi- 
tion are asking to be carried out, but the greater public is 
asking to be carried out. People are saying we need clearer 
signs of evaluation. I think the minister would agree the 
public and parents in particular have not only a need but a 
right to know how their schools measure not only locally 
but provincially and nationally. 

When we look at what the Ontario Public School 
Boards’ Association said about the minister’s decision a 
few weeks ago at its annual meeting, a number of sections 
of that body said: “Look, you should be backing that pro- 
gram. We need to be accountable.” 


How is this body of some 50 people going to be able to. 
carry out a proper evaluation, and how can we interpret in| 
any other way that the actions the minister has taken seem 
to be building a wall that stretches from Cornwall to 
Kenora and from Windsor to Moosonee and saying: “We 
don’t want any outside evaluation. All we want is to do it! 
internally, from within the ministry”? The people of this 
province want to see a proper system in place that brings 
in light from outside and that is able to tell us we have a. 
system of excellence and a system that is accountable. 

Hon Mrs Boyd: I disagree with the contention that all 
light necessarily comes from outside. I think sometimes it 
comes from those who are working within the system. But | 
I agree with the member that it is necessary to measure | 
against other people. I will give him an example of a pro-- 
gram in which we have participated in the past and are 
going to be participating again, the international math and | 
science testing program. 

Nine provinces in Canada and a number of countries 
around the world are participating in that. It is a curricu-| 
lum-based testing program that has a large enough sample | 
that we believe it would be valuable to us in Ontario to 
help to do exactly what the member feels we should do 
and with which I agree. 

In addition, the Learning Programs Advisory Commit- 
tee is not going to be on its own to do the Benchmarks 
project. We have hired an excellent person to lead the proj- | 
ect, Burle Summers, who is well known in the educational : 
system in Ontario. We are also going on with our report 
cards on literacy and numeracy at the various levels, of | 
course, as well as our examination of the OAC examinations. 

There are a number of initiatives going on that are 
quite concentrated and we are quite concerted in our ef- 
forts to ensure that there is accountability that has rele- 
vance to our education system. 


CAT SCANNERS 


Mr Eves: I have a question of the Minister of Health. 
Could the minister please justify a health care system in 
the province that allows Ontario’s hospitals to arrange 
computerized axial tomography scans within 24 hours for 
dogs while thousands of people wait up to four months for 
the same treatment in Ontario? 

Hon Ms Lankin: I think it is a very valid question 
and it is not a practice I am going to justify at all. I was 
shocked to read the report in the newspaper and I have 
asked for an investigation to take place and for a report to 
be brought back to me on that. 


Mr Eves: The minister agrees, she says, with the com- 
ment that is being made. I want to point out that the mem- 
ber for St Catharines has raised in this House on several 
occasions the dire need for another CAT scanner in the 
Niagara region, at a cost of, I believe, anywhere from 
$700,000 to $1.7 million depending on whose estimate 
you take. 

Earlier this week I raised in the House the fact that her 
ministry is authorizing through OHIP the expenditure of 
$6.5 million for electrolysis in this province, yet we have 
thousands of people on the waiting list for up to four 
months for CAT scans. These are people who do not know 
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if they have brain tumours or not, and yet pets can get CAT 
scans within 24 hours, upon notice, by their owners paying 
$300 or $400. 

What is wrong with her priorities over there? She has 
$6.5 million a year set aside for hair removal. She makes 
people wait on a waiting list for four months to find out if 
they have a brain tumour or not, but their dogs can get in 

‘tonight at midnight if they want them to. What kind of a 

system is that? 

Hon Ms Lankin: Yet again, let me say I absolutely 
i agree with the member in terms of how he counterposes 
i those two issues. There is a very serious problem with the 
; system and the expenditure of money, and it is something I 
am certainly very concerned with and on moving on to try 
to address. 

Let me say with respect to the issue he raises about 
CAT scanners that when CAT scanners were introduced in 
this province, the guidelines that were put in place were 

put in place because there was concern about rapid expan- 
sion of a new technology that people did not understand. 
That is no longer suitable and the ministry is working on 
developing new guidelines. 

At my request, I have been assured that those guide- 
lines will be coming forward to me to review for approval, 
I hope by the end of July. I hope we will be able to address 
the kind of priorities in the province that not just the mem- 
ber for St Catharines but all the members of the Niagara 
region have raised with me, and in other parts of the prov- 
ince as well. 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE 


Mr Duignan: My question is to the Minister of Cul- 
ture and Communications. The headline and story in 
today’s Toronto Star was, I am sure, very disturbing to 
most people of this province, particularly those involved in 
our cultural industries. The headline and story indicate that 
the United States has the impression our cultural industries 
are on the bargaining table at the North American free 
trade talks which opened here yesterday in Toronto. How 
is it that the United States has this so-called impression? 


Hon Mr Marchese: | asked myself the same question 
this morning when I read the headline. I immediately sent 
a letter to Perrin Beatty and Michael Wilson requesting 
assurances from them that the cultural industries would not 
be placed on the table, or indeed under the table, in these 
discussions. By under the table I am referring to federal 
actions such as the cancellation of the non-theatrical fund, 
the erosion of funding to the Canada Council, the impact 
of the GST as it has contributed to the enfeebling of our 
publishing industry and cultural sector in general, and of 
course the CBC cutbacks and the impact of those on On- 
tario and Canada in general. 

The United States dominates many of our cultural in- 
dustries already. What we need to do at all levels is to 
defend and protect as fiercely as we can those cultural 
industries that are within our control. 

Mr Duignan: What is the minister doing to guarantee 
to this House and to the people of this province that 
Ontario’s cultural industries and the workers and consum- 
ers who rely on them are protected? 


Hon Mr Marchese: I want to assure the member that 
this is not a new or recent preoccupation of mine or of this 
ministry. Protecting our unique culture and the right of 
Ontarians to work in Canadian-owned cultural industries 
has been a priority of mine since I took office. The clear 
and strong support in this budget for film, community 
radio, publishing and the Ontario Arts Council reflects the 
absolute urgency we feel around this and the commitment 
we have given to this issue. 

I want to say, furthermore, that we have been doing 
several things. We have consulted with a number of people 
in the cultural sector, including the common-agenda activ- 
ists, and we have talked about what strategies we need to 
put in place to protect our cultural industry. I will be meet- 
ing with Perrin Beatty in two or three weeks’ time, when I 
will put this on the table for discussion. We are going to 
have federal-provincial meetings with other ministers 
where I will try to convince the other ministers that we do 
not need to put cultural industries into these negotiations. 


1450 
LONG-TERM CARE 


Mrs McLeod: I have a question for the Minister of 
Community and Social Services. Yesterday I asked the 
minister a very specific question regarding her intended 
time frame for the introduction of levels-of-care funding 
for homes for the aged and nursing homes. The question 
went unanswered. 

We are going to continue to press the issue of long- 
term care reform because we are extremely concerned that 
we have lost eight months waiting to know this 
government’s intentions. The announcement that was 
made was short on detail, there is no discussion paper 
ready yet and the consultation that is proposed is not to be 
concluded until next spring. 

What will be done now in terms of immediate invest- 
ment in the community? What will be invested in seniors’ 
programs this year? Can she tell us anything specific at 
all? 


Hon Ms Akande: In my response to the member yes- 
terday, I had said that in terms of levels-of-care funding, 
first of all, in terms of this long-term care consultation 
paper, we are expecting it to go out this summer and 
through the fall, and we are not going to wait to address 
the problem until this whole situation and the consultation 
is completed. 

In terms of our response at present, we are looking at 
the situation, making our decisions relative to each munici- 
pality and certainly in relation to the needs that are pre- 
sented to us by each of the seniors’ facilities, and we are 
hoping and intending—more than that—to maintain a sys- 
tem while we bring in the kinds of changes that we have 
already announced in long-term care. 


Mr Phillips: I am following with a supplementary to 
the minister, and that has to do with the Ontario Nursing 
Home Association. I will repeat what my colleague said 
earlier, and that is that we have wasted eight months. Be- 
lieve me, eight months have gone by with no action. I was 
shocked by the announcement on long-term care which 
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was essentially what we announced a year ago, but with no 
funding announcement for this fiscal year. 

The nursing homes of this province are in desperate 
straits. We had announced specifically what we were going 
to do. The funding was coming on 1 January 1992. There 
is no announcement on funding for the nursing homes in 
the minister’s proposal. As I say, the nursing home associ- 
ation is in desperate straits awaiting her announcement. I 
am no longer going to accept, “We are looking at it; we are 
considering it,” because I expected when she brought her 
long-term announcement out that we would have the de- 
tails. We do not have them. 

What will the minister be providing to the nursing 
homes to relieve them of the pressure they face right now? 
What is the date she will be making the announcement? 
What sort of funding has she provided in her budget to 
relieve the pressure that is on those nursing homes? 


Hon Ms Akande: The member mentions that there 
was nothing in the announcement concerning long-term 
care that related to the nursing homes. I must correct him 
in that we did say that $200 million will be spent on the 
nursing homes and the homes for the aged. 

I must also say to the member that my response to his 
colleague is that we are currently addressing those situa- 
tions individually and by municipality. Individually and 
with my colleague from the other ministry we are facing 
this problem. It pertains to the response to this question 
too. I recognize that he is anxious for an immediate re- 
sponse and that he has requested such. My response to him 
is that I am also anxious to have an immediate response, 
but I am more anxious to see that what we do is effective 
and responds to the needs of the community more than to 
his need for detail. 


RENT REGULATION 


Mr Tilson: I have a question for the Minister of Hous- 
ing with respect to the subject of neglect that is mentioned 
in his new bill. Under the new rent review legislation, 
when landlords apply for rent increases due to significant 
repairs, they must demonstrate that the repairs are not the 
result of neglect. In this new legislation I am unable to find 
a specific definition for the term “neglect.” Can the minis- 
ter provide this House with a definition of “neglect” that 
will apply to landlords under his new rent review legislation? 


Hon Mr Cooke: This is one aspect of the legislation 
that I think landlords and tenants very much agree on, that 
landlords who have not taken care of their buildings over 
the years do nothing to help the profession of landlord, that 
they are an embarrassment to all landlords when they de- 
liberately and continually neglect their buildings. 

This subject was covered even by the legislation of the 
previous government, but we felt it should be covered 
more precisely and that there should be an ongoing re- 
sponsibility. In other words, if you sell a building and the 
building has been neglected, the person who purchases that 
building purchases that liability as well. So there is more 
ability to enforce under our legislation, and tenants will be 
better protected. I believe it will result in apartment build- 
ings in this province being more properly maintained than 
they ever have been in the history of this province. 
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Mr Tilson: I listened very carefully to the minister’s 
words, and nowhere do I find a definition of “neglect.” | 
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Before he starts getting into this legislation, somewhere | 
along the line he is going to have to come to grips with |; 
that and define the word “neglect.” Under the justice sys- |; 
tem of Ontario, all Ontarians are considered innocent until |; 
proven guilty. The new Cooke maxim as to the definition |; 


of “neglect” seems to be that landlords are now guilty until 
proven innocent. 
Because of the draconian measures under Bill 4, virtu- 


ally all capital repairs are suspended. That is what has _ 
happened with respect to Bill 4. This means that landlords — 


have been forced by the Ministry of Housing to ignore 


| 
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necessary repairs. The hesitancy to repair resulting from — 


Bill 4 may be defined as “neglect” by the Ministry of 
Housing when applications are submitted for rent in- 
creases due to capital repairs under the new legislation. 


This neglect, I submit, originated with the Ministry of | 


Housing. Will the minister recognize this and will he make 


the provisions in his new definition of “neglect,” when he | 


gets around to defining it? 


Hon Mr Cooke: The critic for the third party always 


allows landlords in this province to completely get off the 
hook. He says that when Bill 4 was brought in we sus- 
pended all repairs and maintenance of buildings. That is 


absolute nonsense. Some $8 billion worth of rent has been — 


collected on an annual basis, and it has always been our 


expectation—and I think if the critic was a responsible — 
critic for Housing, it would be his expectation—that land- | 
lords in this province should properly maintain their — 


buildings. 


SKILLS TRAINING 


Mr Cooper: My question is to the Minister of Col- 
leges and Universities. On Tuesday 11 June the minister 
announced a retraining agreement for laid-off steelworkers 
in Sault Ste Marie. Last week it was announced in Kitche- 
ner that Uniroyal Goodrich intends to close down one and 
possibly two manufacturing plants. This could result in 
2,000 employees being laid off with little hope of finding 
immediate employment in the community. Is there a way 
for laid-off workers at Uniroyal Goodrich to develop a 
program similar to that at Sault Ste Marie? 


Hon Mr Allen: I appreciate the question from the 
member for Kitchener-Wilmot, and I know the concern 
that he and all members of that community have with the 
problems that have overtaken Uniroyal Goodrich and that 
community. 


Mr Sorbara: You knew the question was coming. 
Why do you not just write him back? 


Hon Mr Allen: I will tell you now. Do you want to 
listen too? Maybe you would learn something if you 
would sit there and listen. 


The Speaker: If you would address your remarks to 
the Chair. 


Hon Mr Allen: Mr Speaker, I am quite happy to ad- 
dress you and, in the course, instruct the member in a 
number of matters he might profit from. 
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The program for laid-off workers I announced the 
other day in Algoma is an example of the kind of partner- 
hips we are trying to build as a government. That was a 
program that was worked out in connection with the edu- 
sation institutions of the city, the labour movement of the 
city, the business concerns and, of course, ourselves as 
sovernment. 

_ I want to encourage the workers and the management 
of Uniroyal Goodrich to undertake to put together that 
kind of partnership in order to address the employment 
adjustment programs and problems they confront in their 
community. 

| Doing that, they will be able to address agencies like 
ourselves for our participation in that overall adjustment 
orogram. I would add that a key component in this will be 
10 secure the participation of the federal government to 
live up to its responsibilities under its labour adjustment 
legislation. 

Retraining obviously is not just the responsibility of 
our government, but it is a partnership undertaking, more 
particularly in these kinds of circumstances of plant clo- 
sure or heavy layoffs. 
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HOSPITAL FINANCING 


Mr Phillips: My question is to the Minister of Health, 
if I might have her attention. I am going to become some- 
what more aggressive on this demand for some action. The 
minister will know that right across the province and in 
literally dozens of hospitals, staff are going through right 
now a lot of agony because layoffs are occurring and beds 
are closing. 

It was completely predictable. The nurses’ settlement 
represented about a 15% increase. The grants to the hospi- 
tals were 6%. They were not 9.5%. The grant to the aver- 
age hospital was 6%. That is directly from the deputy 
minister. Therefore, what we see across the province are 
hospitals closing beds, laying staff off, no question of that, 
agony in dozens of hospitals. Many of the members across 
the House will realize it. 

The point is this. I guarantee the Ministry of Health 
will step in in many of those circumstances in the next few 
weeks to provide funding. The minister could see the prob- 
lem coming. She could see it coming in February. Why put 
the staff through that? Why has she not acted and said to 
the hospitals she is going to fund, “Here is the money,” 
and to the ones she is not, “Sorry, you won’t be getting it”? 
Why put the people through this agony? Here we are now 
in the middle of June, and believe me, we will find those 
circumstances. 

What is the date by which the minister will have re- 
viewed the hospital budgets, notified the hospitals she is 
going to fund that they will be receiving the funding so 
they do not have to do this, and notified the ones who will 
not so they can proceed with their plans? 


Hon Ms Lankin: The member truly was uncharacter- 
istically aggressive with his question, given his record in 
the House. I suggest that my answer to him today is no 
different than it was last week, in that I cannot respond to 
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his question when in fact we have not received all of the 
budgets from the hospitals. 

He may know, and I think I have indicated to him—if 
not, I will indicate now—that we have asked for those 
budgets to be submitted by the hospitals by mid-June. We 
have not, at this point, received them or reviewed them. 
May I also say that what we are hearing right now from 
hospitals across the province—I would agree with the 
member on this—is in fact quite predictable in terms of 
saying there will be bed closures and layoffs. Until we sit 
down and review with them those plans and those budget 
decisions they are recommending and take a look at them 
and work through them, I am not in a position to confirm 
that that will be the situation. 


May I say, in terms of my own recent experience, as I 
Start to go out across the province and meet with people in 
communities—just yesterday, I was out of the House, as 
members may be aware, and I was in another part of the 
province, and I was informed that, in addition to the tem- 
porary bed closures that are taking place over the course of 
the summer, there were up to 200 beds in that community 
that were empty on a voluntary basis because there were 
no acute care patients who needed those requirements. 


We are in a time of shifting from institutional care and 
longer bed stays to shorter bed stays and ambulatory care. 
We need to work through that and plan with local commu- 
nities to achieve that. I will conclude my remarks and say 
that my answer is consistent. Until we review those plans, 
I cannot confirm for the member that those bed closures 
are going to take place or they are problematic. 


Mr Phillips: The reason I am angry is because I said 
three or four months back that this is exactly what was 
going to happen. This is the year she should have put into 
place some unusual procedures and gotten at this an awful 
lot earlier. 


I have reports from right across the province of people 
being told they are going to be laid off, some perhaps for 
good reason. Perhaps those beds should not be open. Oth- 
ers, I guarantee she could step in and fix the problem. She 
could see this coming. Why we would not have dealt with 
it earlier is completely beyond me. 


My question is this: Will the minister at least assure the 
House she will honour the Premier’s former commitment 
that he would fund the necessary nursing positions and not 
jeopardize the necessary health services in the hospitals? 


I would close by saying that the situation we heard 
earlier about dogs going through CAT scanners is an at- 
tempt by one hospital to try to deal with its deficit. Crazy. 
Therefore could the minister give me assurances on the 
point I raised earlier, that she will honour the Premier’s 
commitment that he would fund the nurses’ settlement for 
the necessary nursing positions and not see the necessary 
health services cut? 


Hon Ms Lankin: The member may choose to give a 
long preamble in response to my previous answer and then 
a short question. I am not going to be sucked into just 
answering the question. I am going to respond to that pre- 
amble because he is suggesting we should have acted earlier 
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when the hospitals have not even yet submitted the bud- 
gets to us for review. 

I wonder why we are seeing the headlines, why we are 
seeing press announcements, why we are seeing a lot of 
concern in the communities when those hospitals have not 
even yet submitted their budgets or finalized the process. 

Quite frankly, there is a process that needs to be fol- 
lowed. I am going to follow that, and I will report to the 
House at the earliest possible opportunity. 


LAND REGISTRATION 


Mr Villeneuve: My question is to the Minister of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. A county registry 
office has been a very important and, in most cases, long- 
standing entity in our part of rural Ontario. Fourteen com- 
munities are scheduled to be losing their registry offices, 
according to her announcement, come November. Who 
has the minister consulted and who has given her the ad- 
vice to close or attempt to close these 14 registry offices? 


Hon Ms Churley: I certainly have some sympathy 
with the registry offices that have closed down. I recognize 
that it is always difficult for people to adjust to change. 

This decision, however, was based not only on fiscal 
responsibility. You cannot have it both ways. The govern- 
ment of Ontario saves $1 million a year plus capital costs 
of about $8 million. The reality is, the users of the system 
have been consulted regularly by the ministry officials. 
The reality also is, these 14 land registry offices are in the 
only counties in Ontario where there is more than one land 
registry office per county. The reality of the situation is 
that not only is it fiscally responsible, but it also is ration- 
alizing the system and making it more equitable across the 
province. 

Mr Villeneuve: I am sorry, but the minister is misin- 
formed. There is only one registry office in Glengarry, 
there is only one registry office in Dundas, and there is 
only one registry office in Grenville county, and those are 
areas that I represent. Three of those registry offices will 
be merged with Cornwall, which is already overburdened. 
There is very little room to even stand, let alone sit and do 
the work that has to be done. 

I have letters here from the Canadian Bar Association. 
I have all of the affected municipalities and counties. 
Many lawyers in S-D-G & East Grenville, land surveyors, 
real estate agents, historical societies, business people, pri- 
vate citizens, registrars and even employees in those regis- 
try offices are not happy with the closures. 

Is the minister ready to listen to the concerns that will 
be brought forth in the very near future, concerns that 
everyone wants to maintain these registry offices open? I 
do not know where she got advice that people wanted to 
close these offices. The closure means $100 per transac- 
tion more to the people who want to renew mortgages, get 
new mortgages, transfer titles—$100 minimum, and that 
has been proven. Will she please listen and take another 
look at what is a very bad decision? 


Hon Ms Churley: I have been listening very carefully 
to the concerns that have been expressed to me after this 
announcement was made. What I want to say today is that 
there will still be one local land registry office in every 


county or regional municipality or group of united coun- 
ties—in every single one. 

I would also like to say to the member that in most of 
Ontario there is only one land registry office per county or 
regional municipality and those are well used and the costs 
in those particular counties or regional municipalities have 
not risen as a result of only having one per county. I would 
be very happy to provide the member with further infor- 
mation so he understands the realities of this situation. 
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AGRICULTURAL LAND 


Mr Silipo: Earlier today in this House there was a 


question raised concerning the conversion of prime agri- 


cultural land into housing development. That is, of course, | 
an issue that is also of some interest within the greater | 
Toronto area. I would like to ask the Minister of Agricul- | 
ture and Food to comment on the preservation of agricul- | 


tural land in the GTA. 


Hon Mr Buchanan: | guess it was about a week ago — 


that Metro council passed a resolution asking the govern- 


ment to look into a freeze of agricultural land in the GTA | 
to preserve agricultural land. The member earlier today | 


mentioned there is some land in Markham that is going out 
of production. I want to assure the member that the Minis- 
try of Agriculture and Food feels very strongly that we 
need to protect and preserve prime agricultural land, in- 
cluding that within the confines of the GTA, and that my 
colleague the Minister of Municipal Affairs yesterday, 
when he announced a commission to look into the land use 


planning, talked about investigating a system that is going | 


to support the provincial priorities in terms of the environ- 
ment and in terms of food land preservation within the 
GTA and across the province. We certainly hope we can 


come up with a planning process that will do that across 


the province in a consistent way. 
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


EDUCATION STATUTE LAW AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 


LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT DES LOIS 
EN CE QUI CONCERNE LEDUCATION 


Mrs Boyd moved first reading of Bill 125, An Act to 
amend the Education Act and certain other Acts relating 
to Education. 

M™ Boyd propose la premiére lecture du projet de 
loi 125, Loi portant modification de la Loi sur |’éducation 
et de certaines autres lois en ce qui concerne |’éducation. 

Motion agreed to. 

La motion est adoptée. 


Hon Mrs Boyd: The Education Statute Law Amend- 
ment Act, 1991 amends the provisions in the Education 
Act, the Ottawa-Carleton French-Language School Board 
Act, 1988, the Assessment Act and the Municipal Act. The 
purpose of the act is to provide legislative support for new 
and ongoing ministry initiatives, to make changes in tax 
assessment provisions and to alter provisions concerning 
religious education. 

The items in this bill were sent to all major stakehold- 
ers for consultation, including school boards, teacher 


iederations, school trustee organizations and supervisory 
'fficers’ associations. Other government ministries were 
ilso consulted. Copies of the bill will be sent to the same 
soups for their information and content, if they wish to 
eview them. 

There are a number of different items in the act that 
vill change. One defines the education authority provision 
vith respect to native education. There is another measure 
‘0 alter school boundaries, another to include participation 
‘n provincial reviews, another to set board policies on em- 
dloyment equity, ethnoculturalism, anti-racism and drug 
sducation. 

_ The major issue that is new and is consistent with a 
dolicy direction announced by the government in the fall is 
the issue regarding religious education, which would re- 
vise sections 3 and 7 of the Education Act. The amend- 
nents will reflect current ministry policy about religion in 
schools operated by public boards, as well as the recent 
iaw handed down by the Ontario Court of Appeal. 

Education which indoctrinates pupils in a particular re- 
ligion is not permissible in public schools. Education about 
various world religions is acceptable. In addition, opening 
and closing exercises in public schools can no PEST be 
giving primacy to one particular faith. 

The other issues of real concern that are not house- 
keeping issues involve some changes in tax assessment. 
The amendments will result in more equitable distribution 
of school taxes paid by corporations without share capital, 
making these taxes available to both public and Roman 
Catholic school boards. This removes the legislative ambi- 
guity as to the rights of such corporations to support either 
school system. 


ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION ACT 
(MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AND COMMERCIAL 
RELATIONS STATUTES), 1991 
LOI DE 1991 
SUR L’ENREGISTREMENT ELECTRONIQUE 
DANS LE CADRE DE LOIS RELEVANT 
DU MINISTERE DE LA CONSOMMATION 
ET DU COMMERCE 


Ms Churley moved first reading of Bill 126, An Act 
authorizing the Filing of Information in an Electronic For- 
mat under Statutes administered by the Minister of Con- 
sumer and Commercial Relations. 

M"™¢ Churley propose la premiére lecture du projet de 
loi 126, Loi autorisant le dépdt de renseignements au 
moyen d’un support électronique dans le cadre de lois dont 
application est confiée au ministre de la Consommation 
et du Commerce. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 


Hon Ms Churley: This bill is designed to improve 
customer service by allowing ministry clients to file infor- 
mation electronically. Currently clients provide informa- 
tion on paper to ministry staff, who then enter it into a 
computer base. Under this legislation clients will be able to 
use computers in their own offices to submit information 
directly to the ministry using electronic communication 
lines. 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY 


House in committee of the whole. 


MORTGAGES AMENDMENT ACT, 1990 


Consideration of Bill 40, An Act to amend the Mort- 
gages Act. 


The Chair: Are there any questions, comments or 
amendments, and if so, to which sections of the bill? 


Mr Harnick: I have tabled a series of amendments. 
The first one is— 

The Chair: Order. Would you just list them. 

Mr Harnick: I am sorry. The first one is an amend- 
ment to subsection 43(1), which is section 2 of the bill. 
The next amendment is to subsection 43(2), which is sec- 
tion 2 of the bill. The next amendment is to move that 
section 3 of the bill be amended by adding a section. My 
next and final amendment is an an amendment to section 8 
of the bill. That is the list of the sections I propose to seek 
amendment of. 


Section 1 agreed to. 
Section 2: 


The Chair: Mr Harnick moves that subsection 43(1) 
of the act, as set out in section 2 of the bill, as printed, be 
struck out and the following substituted: 

“(1) For purposes of this part, a single family home is a 
residential premises that consists of a single dwelling unit 
or a primary dwelling unit and not more than three subsid- 
lary units.” 

Mr Harnick: The purpose of this amendment is to 
exclude single-family homes from inclusion in the bill. A 
single-family home is defined as a single dwelling with not 
more than three subsidiary units. 

I am not going to belabour what I said yesterday, but I 
do believe that the exclusion of single-family homes from 
this bill will enhance the supply of affordable rental ac- 
commodation and will enhance the ability of people who 
aspire to own a home to be able to do so. I think that to 
impose the provisions of this act on single-family homes 
would go to making it more difficult for people to obtain 
mortgage financing for the purpose of purchasing a home 
if the mortgagee knew that there was going to be a tenant 
in that home. As well, it will make it more difficult for the 
owner of the home, the mortgagor, to obtain mortgage 
financing to maintain that home end to maintain the sub- 
sidiary units that home may have for rental purposes. That 
is the reason this amendment has been proposed. 


Mr Sorbara: Mr Chairman, I want to make a com- 


ment on the amendments moved, or perhaps the member 
for Willowdale has not moved them all yet. 


The Chair: He has moved the first. 


Mr Sorbara: He has moved the first amendment. 
They are a series of amendments to avoid having Bill 40 
apply to single-family dwellings. I would like to give a 
little bit of history to this bill and this initiative. 

It was an initiative developed by the previous Attorney 
General, the predecessor of the incumbent Attorney Gen- 
eral. The member for St George-St David developed this 
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project, and indeed I think a bill was introduced in the 
previous Parliament to this effect. It was a bill exactly like 
the one that my friend the Attorney General has intro- 
duced, or in almost every point the same, except for the 
fact that the incumbent Attorney General has chosen to 
have this bill apply to single-family dwellings. I think that 
is very unfortunate indeed. He has taken a project that the 
previous administration developed and, I think rightly, has 
brought that project forward again in the form of a bill. 

Let’s remind ourselves what this bill is all about. It is 
simple and straightforward. It says that if mortgagees fore- 
close or if they come into possession of residential prem- 
ises in the form of apartment buildings, they ought not to 
be able to throw the tenants out, but the tenants should 
have the same rights that they would have under the Land- 
lord and Tenant Act and the Residential Tenancies Act. 

I think that is good public policy and I am glad the 
Attorney General has brought it back, but it was wrong—I 
say to him, although it is very difficult to get his atten- 
tion—to put those provisions on to single-family dwell- 
ings; not that somehow we should protect the mortgagees 
of single-family dwellings, but he should think about the 
results of the initiative that he is bringing forward here. He 
is saying in effect that a mortgagee, that is, the lender of 
money to a home owner, would not be able to use reme- 
dies traditionally available to him or her or it, as the lender, 
when a building is rented by a tenant. 

I want to tell the Attorney General what is going to 
happen if he passes this part of the act. What is going to 
happen is that in the case of mortgages on single-family 
homes, the mortgagee, the lender of the money, is going to 
put into the mortgage document a provision prohibiting the 
home owner from renting out the house without the per- 
mission of the lender. Does the Attorney General not real- 
ize that the response from the lending community, the 
banks and the trust companies and the other mortgagees in 
this province, is simply going to be to put a new provision 
into their loan document saying, “You can’t rent out your 
house without my permission”? That would be sensible of 
them, because if the home owner rented out the house and 
then went into default on the mortgage, the lender would 
not be able to get possession of the house and deal with it 
in the way that lenders have traditionally dealt with it. 

To put the provision in does not really lend much help 
or assistance for tenants living in single-family dwellings. 
It is rare indeed that a tenant is badly done by as a result of 
the rights of a mortgagee in those situations. The Attorney 
General is right when it comes to large-scale apartment 
buildings or traditional buildings in which people rent 
apartments. That is right. It is appropriate that a mort- 
gagee, a lender of money, cannot just move in and evict 
people. We want the tenants to have the same rights as 
they have as far as the owner of the building is concerned, 
but with a single-family home, he is not going to protect 
any tenants, but he is going to make it more expensive for 
the home owner to borrow money to buy the home, and he 
is going to make it more difficult for tenants to lease 
homes or to rent homes, because, as I said, in virtually 
every mortgage document after this is passed, we are 
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going to see lenders write into the mortgage document a 
prohibition against renting out their homes to tenants. 
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I ask the Attorney General if he would not just consider 
the problems he is creating, the expense he is putting on | 
the shoulders of home owners and the profit he is putting | 
in the hands of mortgagees. l 

I know his staff is going to convince him that this is not. 
going to happen, and that for the purposes of symmetry | 
and being politically correct to the tenant community, this | 
provision in Bill 40 ought to apply to the single-family | 
home, to the individual household. All I would tell him in| 
that regard is to set aside for a moment the activities of the | 
lobbyists and consider in his own mind—after all, he is the | 
Attorney General, and he could do some independent 
thinking on this issue and other issues once in a while—set | 
aside those lobbies, set aside the interests of those interest | 
groups and just think for a moment about what is practical | 
and appropriate. If he did that, I am convinced he would 
bring forward revisions to this bill that provide an excep- | 
tion in the case of single-family homes and did not put the 
single-family home owner in the position of having to 
spend even more money to get a mortgage, and paying | 
even higher rates on that mortgage. 

In sum, I agree with my friend the member for 
Willowdale. His amendments are not motivated by any- 
thing except good public policy. I know they are well- 
thought-out. I know, as a lawyer, he understands the real 
implications of the sections he attempts to amend. Once | 
again, I express my hope that the Attorney General will be | 
reasonable in this regard, accept the amendments and let 
us get on with consideration of this bill as expediently as 
we can. 


Hon Mr Hampton: The member for Willowdale has | 
introduced an amendment I feel I should try to deal with. 
The member for York Centre was not here yesterday, so he | 
would not know I already responded yesterday to all the — 
concerns he has raised. So I will leave his comments aside | 
for a while since that has already been dealt with. 

In response to the member for Willowdale, we have 
canvassed the amendments we proposed to this legislation 
very carefully with the banking community, the lending 
community. We canvassed it with the tenant community as 
well. In a general way, the reason we feel we have to deal 
with single-family homes is because that is where a lot of 
tenants live, in single-family homes with two, three, four 
attached units, a basement, an attic, etc. 

We have had situations in the past where, because of 
the loophole in the law here with respect to mortgagees 
and single-family homes, mortgagees have evicted tenants 
rather unfairly, summarily, one might say. We have had 
some situations where landlords have tried to evict tenants 
for the purpose of raising the rent. It is an illegal rent 
increase, but very difficult to deal with, given you are 
dealing with a number of single-family units with perhaps 
two or three basement or attic apartments. So there has 
been a problem there. 

Or you have the situation—and this is even more un- 
fortunate—where some landlords evicted tenants because 
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fhey may not—and frankly, I am sad this happens, but we 
now it has happened because we have had community 
‘egal services and tenant services bring it to our atten- 
on—some people will be evicted because they are the 
_yrong kind of tenants. 


Mr Sorbara: Landlords don’t have the right to do that 
ow. That is a violation. 


_ Hon Mr Hampton: The member for York Centre 
ays landlords do not have the right to do that now. Cor- 
ect, landlords do not have the right to do that, but because 
of the loophole being a mortgagee in possession, a mort- 
sagee could do something a landlord could not do. 


| Mr Harnick: But a landlord isn’t going to default on 
4 mortgage to get rid of the tenant. 

Hon Mr Hampton: I am not suggesting that. I am not 
suggesting a landlord— 


Mr Harnick: But that is what this bill is doing. 
The Chair: Order, the member for Willowdale. 


Hon Mr Hampton: I am not suggesting a landlord 
would do that, in any case. I am merely suggesting there 
are loopholes open to a mortgagee in possession that 
would not be available to a landlord. 

Since those loopholes are not available to a landlord, 
the argument the member is suggesting to me is that it 
would be very difficult for a landlord who owns a single- 
family home with, let us say, two or three basement or attic 
apartments, to sell that, but we have no evidence of that 
whatsoever. In fact, the evidence we have, and we have 
canvassed this very carefully, is that in many cases lenders 
are only too happy to lend where it is a single-family home 
Situation with a basement apartment or a couple of attic 
apartments, because they know there is a good income 
Stream there. 

They are even happier to lend when there is already 
somebody in the building, because they realize there is not 
immediately an interruption of the income stream. In other 
words, there is more security for the lender because there 
is an income stream as well as a single-family home there, 
which in many cases is easier to sell than an apartment. 

From our perspective, having canvassed this at some 
length with lenders and the tenant community, we do not 
believe in the final analysis that the concerns the member 
has—and I recognize they are legitimate concerns, because 
we talked about them for some time—present a difficult or 
grave problem. 

There may be some problems. We are informed there 
will be a problem in a minority of cases, and there are 
avenues open to lenders to deal with those, in any case. 
While I appreciate the member’s concern, we have a level 
of comfort that this will not disrupt the availability of sin- 
gle-family homes and single-family homes that have sub- 
sidiary apartments in them, and we do not believe it will 
upset the mortgage market either. That is, after all, a fairly 
aggressive lending market. While there are some lenders 
who may be timid, there are others who are only too happy 
to lend, particularly in an economy such as ours— 


Mr Harnick: At the right rate anybody will lend, but 
you don’t want people to have to pay a premium. 


Hon Mr Hampton: The member raises the issue that 
someone might have to pay a premium. Again, we can- 
vassed that with the lenders. 

Mr Sorbara: And what did they say? 


Hon Mr Hampton: We were told you might in some 
cases have a premium adjustment, but there was no assur- 
ance of that. They could give us no statistical evidence, 
and there was also an indication that there need not be 
some type of adjustment in the mortgage markets for this 
kind of situation. 

Our level of comfort here is quite good and we do not 
think we are going to be doing anything which will upset 
the supply of available housing in these situations or upset 
the flow of mortgage funds to individuals who want to buy 
these kinds of units. 
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Mr Harnick: I am somewhat surprised at the Attor- 
ney General’s discussion about canvassing the lenders of 
mortgage money. I know he is in receipt of the same letter 
I received a copy of from the Canadian Bankers’ Associa- 
tion. That association represents the biggest institutions 
that provide most of the mortgage funding for single resi- 
dential families in this province. 

Their opinion is quite to the contrary of the Attorney 
General’s and they even go so far as to make reference to 
the fact that this bill does not even provide them with 
adequate information and the obligation to provide ade- 
quate information about tenancies at the time a mortgage is 
obtained. I put it to the Attorney General, that fact alone 
indicates there is something being hidden here. There is 
some reason they want to hide this information from mort- 
gagees. The fact that they want to hide this information 
from mortgagees leads me to believe there is great truth to 
what the Canadian Bankers’ Association alleges, that by 
imposing the provisions of Bill 40, mortgage money for 
people who want to obtain homes will be more difficult to 
obtain. 

The Attorney General could go a long way to satisfy- 
ing me that is not the case if he put a provision in this bill 
that said all information about tenancies had to be pro- 
vided to the mortgagee at the time the mortgagee requested 
it, which would be either at the time the mortgage was 
applied for or when the mortgage was renewed, but not at 
a time when there was a default occurring in the mortgage, 
which is the situation in this act. 

If the Attorney General honestly believes there will not 
be a problem in terms of obtaining financing to purchase 
homes and for a landlord to obtain financing to maintain a 
home for residential purposes, he would certainly ensure 
that the provisions of this act allowed a mortgagee to ob- 
tain the necessary information at the time the mortgage 
was applied for and not have to wait until the time of 
default. Unless the Attorney General does that, it lends the 
distinct impression that he knows mortgage money will 
become harder to obtain. 

As I noted yesterday, in Scarborough alone there are 
14,000 basement apartments. If one takes a look across 
Metropolitan Toronto, there are probably five or six times 
that many basement apartments. People who buy those 
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homes buy them and they need that income from a rental 
to be able to pay the mortgage. Those people will not be 
able to obtain that financing, and I fear the risk a mort- 
gagee will have now is being heightened by this bill. I 
would again urge the Attorney General to consider my 
amendments and to change his bill to reflect what my 
amendments state and also, if he is not prepared to do that, 
then as an indication of his very good faith that mortgage 
money will continue to be available, at least provide in this 
bill an obligation to provide information to the mortgagee 
about the existence of tenancies at a time when the mort- 
gage is applied for, not to have to wait until there is a 
default in the mortgage. 


Mr Sorbara: The Attorney General says he answered 
all the issues I raised in his speech yesterday. I raised the 
same issues I think my friend the member for Willowdale 
has raised, and from my perspective over here, I do not 
think I have heard the Attorney General answer them 
today and I doubt he answered them yesterday. 

I wonder why he could not consider the kinds of 
amendments being proposed. Does he not realize that the 
commercial venture involved in building an apartment 
building and renting it out to tenants and securing a mort- 
gage is a commercial venture, and the intervention he is 
making, restricting the rights of mortgagees, is a good 
idea. But the business of buying your own home, securing 
a mortgage on that home and owning that home and doing 
what you will with that home is a very different thing. I 
say to the Attorney General that it is a very different expe- 
rience. He said he received information from the lending 
community. I cannot think of a better authority in this case 
than the letter the member for Willowdale got from the 
Canadian Bankers’ Association. They say there will be 
perhaps some premium on the cost of a mortgage. 

The member for Willowdale is wrong. It is not going to 
be more difficult to get a mortgage; it is just going to cost a 
little bit more. I want to say to the Attorney General that I 
would be willing to abandon this argument if he could 
assure the House that after he passes this bill we will not 
Start to see clauses in mortgages that say the owner of the 
home is prohibited from renting out his house without the 
permission of the lender, of the mortgagee. There is no 
doubt in my mind that this is what we are going to start to 
see. 

If you are a lender and you are not going to be able to 
get vacant possession of the home, it is obvious that when 
you lend the money you are going to say in legal terms to 
the home owner, “You can’t rent out your house without 
my permission.” What will the lender do when the owner 
goes to get permission to rent out the house? He is going 
to want to investigate the tenant, he is going to want secu- 
rity and he may even want a little bit of a premium or a 
renegotiation of the mortgage to reflect the additional risk. 


Interjection. 


Mr Sorbara: I am sorry, I did not hear the member 
for Ottawa Centre. 


Ms Gigantes: I wasn’t speaking to you. 


The Chair: Order, please. The member for York Cen- 
tre, conversation is to be directed to the table. 


Mr Sorbara: Mr Chairman, the member for Ottawa 
Centre says she was not speaking to me. It sounds like she 
is speaking to herself, then. 


The Chair: Make sure you keep your remarks and 
your questions to the table. 


Mr Sorbara: I say to you, sir, that the Attorney Gen- 
eral simply is ignoring the reality of the way in which the 
mortgage market works. That is not to say that lenders are 
cruel and evil people, but it is simply to say that when 
confronted with a larger risk or different circumstances, 
they move to protect themselves. We see these clauses all 
the time. Mortgage documents get lengthier and lengthier 
because the laws within which they have to be negotiated 
get more and more complex. 

The complexity that he is putting on the commercial 


Operation is an entirely appropriate one. But he said in his | 
remarks earlier on that somehow the lender is going to be 


happy with the fact that there are tenants there. I am talk- 
ing about the situation where a home owner negotiates a 
mortgage, when he or she buys his or her house or when 
he or she refinances his or her house, and then, two or 
three years down the road, proposes to rent it. Does the 
Attorney General not simply see that the lender is not 
going to let that happen in the future? 


Once again, I say to him, if he would table documents _ 
in this House at this time or send over to me and the 


member for Willowdale documents, written confirmation 
that this will in no way impact on the price that we pay to 
borrow money—that is, the interest rate for a mortgage— 
and it will not result in any changes to a mortgage docu- 
ment restricting the right of a home owner to lease his or 
her house, then we concede that we will just fold up our 
tent and go away on this issue. But he has so far refused to 


table those documents. I invite him now, sir, to table them — 


—— 


at your table and to present them to us, but if he does not — 
have those documents, if he does not have that confirma- | 


tion, then I say that he is trying to fool us in this House and 


fool the people on this bill and he certainly ought not todo 


that. He should accept the amendments. 


The Chair: Order, please. I do not like the choice of 
your words. Perhaps you could use another word. 


Mr Sorbara: I take it, sir, that you are objecting to the 
use of the word “fool” when I said that he was fooling the 
public on this. 


The Chair: Yes, I do. 
Mr Sorbara: I will withdraw that. I will say that he is— 
Interjection. 


Mr Sorbara: No, I do not think I will try that one, I 
say to my friend the member for St Catharines. 

He is not putting the full picture before us. He is not 
submitting all the evidence to Parliament. He knows some 
things that he is not telling us. There are some realities in 
this circumstance that are not coming out in this debate. 
There is a part of the picture that has not been fully col- 
oured in. We do not have all the facts. There is something 
wrong with his submissions. He could do the right thing 
by simply accepting the amendments that my friend the 
member for Willowdale has put forward to this committee. 


| 


i 
Ye will exempt the single-family home and then we can 
let on with passing good legislation that will improve the 
‘ommercial market and represent enhanced protection for 


ae tenants of this province. 
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| MrTilson: I would like to ask a question to the Attor- 
ey General specifically on this area that has been. raised 
'y the member for York Centre and the member for 
Nillowdale, because I think the point they raise is the very 
rux of why this series of amendments is being asked. 

_ In other words, most mortgages now range, as we all 
‘now, from one to five years, depending on the way the 
‘terest rate is going. A lot can happen in that period of 
ime. An individual may buy a house, may live in it, may 
lecide for various reasons that he cannot reside in those 
yremises and he may decide, for economic reasons or 
yther reasons—maybe he has to leave the province or 
eave the country for temporary periods of time—to rent 
he premises. This, of course, would not be known by the 
nortgagee. 

I think that any solicitor advising people who are lend- 
ng money to people who wish to purchase premises or 
seople who wish to renovate premises would insist on the 
‘ype of clause that has been suggested by the member for 
York Centre; in other words, that you cannot rent out the 
premises or something similar to that type of provision. 

There does not seem to be anything in the legislation 
that precludes that type of clause from going in there. Even 
if there were, even if the Attorney General decided to put 
an amendment in there that precluded that type of clause, 
and I do not know why he would, there would be a pre- 
mium charged in those sorts of situations to allow for the 
dilemma that the mortgagee, whether it is a bank or an 
institution, may be put into. Aside from the argument I 
raised yesterday about people being reluctant to get into 
the lending business, whether it be a bank, an institution or 
an individual, aside from their being reluctant to do that, I 
do believe there would be a premium charged. 

I guess my question to the Attorney General is along 
the line of some of the discussions we have been having on 
other bills, specifically the housing bill, the whole subject 
of affordable housing, the availability of housing, that 
whole subject. I cannot believe he will not admit that this 
type of clause dealing with a single-family dwelling will 
result in the whole issue of affordable housing going 
higher or the availability becoming more and more difficult. 

My question to the Attorney General, if this amend- 
ment is not approved by this House, is whether that will 
affect the government’s whole philosophy of affordable 
housing and availability of housing. 


Hon Mr Hampton: I will try to deal with all of the 
questions raised by the member for Willowdale and his 
colleague. 

First, let me deal with the general case. In our consulta- 
tions we had, for example, a manager of a trust company, a 
rather large trust company here in Toronto, who indicated 
that 90% of his borrowers in the single-family home mar- 
ket had basement apartments. Obviously, under the current 
Situation they have no problem lending to single-family- 
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home borrowers where there is an ancillary apartment. I 
want to point out that where you have simply one ancillary 
apartment, that is not affected by this legislation, nor is the 
situation where you have two. In other words, you could 
have a basement apartment and an attic apartment, and 
those are not affected. It is only when you have more than 
two. 

We already have all kinds of situations where lenders 
are lending to individuals who have a single-family home 
and they have basement apartments or they have upstairs 
apartments. It is not affecting the market now. That is the 
first point I want to make. I want to point out again that we 
are dealing here with when you have a single-family 
home with more than two subsidiary apartments. 

The Canadian Bankers’ Association letter is the strong- 
est case. They put forward the strongest institutional case. I 
have that letter in front of me and I just want to point out 
to members that it does not say this is definitely going to 
be a problem and it does not say this is the evidence. In 
fact, we asked the Canadian Bankers’ Association and 
some of the other larger institutional lenders on several 
occasions for statistics, for numbers, and they simply did 
not have any. What that letter expresses are fears. 

The member opposite would like to see some amend- 
ments as a result of those fears. Let me put it to him this 
way. We have looked at what they are requesting and if we 
find that there are problems with this legislation, I have no 
Opposition, in principle, to bringing in those amendments 
at a later date if there prove to be problems. But again, 
having canvassed everybody on this issue—small, me- 
dium, large, on both sides, landlord and tenant—the indi- 
cations we have are that the possible dislocations are 
unlikely and would be of such a small scale that it would 
not result in large adjustments in the mortgage market and 
would not have an impact on affordable housing. 

I do not oppose what the member is saying in princi- 
ple. I am simply saying that having gone through this for 
months, conferred back and forth with both groups, saying 
to tenants, “This is what the bankers say to us, this is what 
the lenders say to us, that there might be a small adjust- 
ment in terms of the mortgage market. Do you have a 
concern about that,” they replied, “No, we don’t think it’s 
going to affect the supply of housing.” Going back and 
forth, the conclusion we came up with was that there is not 
a significant concern here. 

Again, I put it to the member that if we find, after 
having passed this legislation, that there are problems, I 
have no opposition in principle, no opposition whatsoever, 
to considering some of the options that the Canadian 
Bankers’ Association is proposing, but we do not see a 
need for them at this time because the current of opinion, 
and it is a heavy current of opinion, is that it is not necessary. 


Mr Harnick: Just very briefly to conclude my re- 
marks about this, I appreciate the offer of the Attorney 
General to bring this back if a problem arises, and I think it 
would be his duty to do that in any event, but I merely 
want to point out that I have the same letter from the 
Canadian Bankers’ Association. I did not get the impres- 
sion that what was reflected in that letter were fears. I got 
the impression that it was a well-reasoned letter based on 
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the experience of the association for the institutions that 
provide the bulk of mortgage money for the purchase of 
single-family homes. I certainly did not appreciate their 
remarks as being fears. I appreciated their remarks as 
being well-reasoned arguments based on experience. I 
think the Attorney General is categorizing what they have 
said in a somewhat wrong vein, but that is neither here nor 
there. 

1600 


Mr Tilson: Just as a response to two of the comments 
that were made by the Attorney General a few moments 
ago, he can say that he has surveyed and that he has a few 
letters. I can tell him that I have spoken to a great number 
of real estate people, legal people and financial people. My 
Statistics are probably as loosey-goosey as his, ‘quite 
frankly. 

With all due respect, he referred probably to several 
letters. I do not know how deep his survey is, but many 
people simply are not aware of this. They are simply not 
aware of this in the business community. It sounds as if, 
with due respect, he is referring to several letters, none of 
which is conclusive. I hope he would clarify that. If my 
assumption is incorrect, I hope that he would correct that. 

With respect to illegal apartments, that is a problem all 
over the province. It is a major problem that municipalities 
have, and this government, all governments have as to 
how to deal with these situations. 

I can tell the Attorney General that in my experience, 
and I would assume in his experience, if he has certified 
any titles to institutions, the banking institutions would 
insist that the zoning requirements of that particular single- 
family home have been maintained. If the solicitor knows 
about it or if a financial institution knows about it, they do 
not get the money. They just do not get it. 

So that comment with respect to illegal basement 
apartments simply does not apply. In fact, it is almost as if 
this could stir up the pot, because a lot of municipalities, as 
I understand it, simply are living with the problem. They 
know it is out there, but if there are no major complaints, 
they let it lie, and the province is doing the same thing. 
Otherwise, the whole issue of affordable housing and 
availability of housing— 

Interjection. 


Mr Tilson: They are, but I can assure the member that 
most solicitors, if it is drawn to their attention, are not 
going to go on the hook. Why should they, particularly if 
you get into mortgage foreclosure proceedings and you 
end up with an illegal tenant. The solicitor would be sued. 

I think there are a number of legal and complicated 
issues that are surfacing as we talk about it more. The 
member for Willowdale has referred to some. I encourage 
the government to either support the amendment or with- 
draw this portion of the bill. I think our party has agreed 
that the proposal that was put forth in January 1990, I think 
it was, does resolve the problem, but with all due respect, I 
believe the government is creating more problems in try- 
ing to solve another problem. 


The First Deputy Chair: All those in favour of the 
motion will please say “aye.” 
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All those opposed will please say “nay.” i 

In my opinion the nays have it. 

Motion negatived. 

The First Deputy Chair: Mr Harnick moves that ) 
subsection 43(2) of the act, as set out in section 2 of the |’ 
bill, as printed, be struck out and the following substituted: 

“(2) A residential premises that is a duplex, a triplex or | 
a fourplex is a single-family home.” | 

Mr Harnick: The purpose of this amendment is to | 
further define the term “single-family home” so that the | 
term includes duplexes, triplexes and fourplexes. I am not | 
going to repeat everything I have stated so far, but of 
course the intention would be to exclude those premises — 
from the onerous and what I believe to be detrimental - 
effects of Bill 40 in terms of the ability to maintain those | 
premises and the ability of families to purchase them and | 
live in one half of them and rent the other half out. 

My comments remain the same. I am concerned about | 
the availability of money by way of a mortgage to main- — 
tain the properties and the premises and the ability to ob- | 
tain mortgage financing so that a family can purchase — 
affordable housing. 

Hon Mr Hampton: Just so I can be clear that the | 
member for Willowdale and I are not engaging in a unnec- 
essary argument, duplexes and triplexes are included 
within the policy of the legislation, but they are not in- | 
cluded within the definition of “single-family home.” In 
that sense, they would not come under the restriction the 
member is concerned about. In the way the bill is printed 
now, there was no concern expressed by any lending 
agency, large or small, with that part of it. While a duplex 
or a triplex comes under the general policy of the act, it 
does not come within that definition of “single-family 
home.” I hope that responds to the member’s concern 
there. 


The First Deputy Chair: All those in favour of the 
motion will please say “aye.” 

All those opposed will please say “nay.” 

In my opinion the nays have it. 

Motion negatived. 

Section 2 agreed to. 

Section 3: 

The First Deputy Chair: Mr Harnick moves that sec- 
tion 3 of the bill, as printed, be amended by adding the 
following section: 

“46.1 Sections 45 and 46 do not apply if the mortgaged 
residential premises is a single-family home.” 

All those in favour of the motion will please say “aye.” 

All those opposed to the motion will please say “nay.” 

In my opinion the nays have it. 

Motion negatived. 

Section 3 agreed to. 

Section 4: 

The First Deputy Chair: Are there any questions or 
comments on section 4? 

Mr Harnick: Yes. I believe that sections 51 to 53 
should be struck out. The removal of sections 51 to 53 
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on of the Landlord and Tenant Act when the mortgagee is 
btaining or has obtained possession of the premises. 

The First Deputy Chair: Are there any other ques- 
ions or comments on section 4? Seeing none, shall section 
carry? 

Interjection. 


_ The First Deputy Chair: The member for 
Willowdale made a comment on section 4. That is all. It is 
ot an amendment. I am asking, shall section 4, as stated, 
varty? 

Section 4 agreed to. 

Section 5 agreed to. 
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_ Sections 6 and 7: 

_ Mr Harnick: It would be my submission that section 
5 and section 7 both be struck out. These are the retroactiv- 
ity sections of the bill. I believe they will place potentially 
a great many people in some jeopardy who have acted 
according to the law of the day and now, with the retroac- 
tive change, may find themselves in a precarious position. 
They have complied with the law as it was. Now the law is 
retroactively being changed, and I think that is in principle 
something that is wrong and it could have a detrimental 
effect in this case for someone who has complied with the 
law. 

The First Deputy Chair: I would like to make a 
comment. I have no amendments to either section 6 or 
section 7, as I understand it, so I will look at section 6 and 
section 7 now, if there are any questions and comments on 
both of those sections. Shall sections 6 and 7 carry? 


Sections 6 and 7 agreed to. 
Section 8: 


The First Deputy Chair: Mr Harnick moves that sec- 
tion 8 of the bill, as printed, be struck out and the follow- 
ing substituted: 

“This act comes into force on the day it receives royal 
assent.” 


Mr Harnick: I believe that is probably academic in 
that the retroactivity sections have been passed, so I sup- 
pose I am best to withdraw that amendment because it has 
no meaning at this point. 


Hon Mr Cooke: I think it is only fair that I respond to 
the issue that has been raised by the member for 
Willowdale with respect to retroactivity. It is a valid con- 
cern and it is one that has been anticipated. 

When the initial version of this bill was introduced in 
January 1990 for multiple-unit dwellings, mortgagees and 
the community in general were put on notice of the retro- 
activity aspect of it. When the present form of the bill was 
introduced on 20 December 1990 with its provisions deal- 
ing with single-family homes, again there was significant 
attention paid to putting lenders and mortgagees on notice 
of the fact that the law might change. All sheriffs have 
been advised and have been advising both mortgagees and 
tenants of the proposed changes whenever the sheriff has 
been asked to enforce a writ of possession. 


z exclude single-family dwellings from the applica- 
; 
‘ 


Mortgagees have been able to protect themselves from 
any liability simply by complying with the Landlord and 
Tenant Act or Bill 40. In other words, by complying with 
this bill or complying with the Landlord and Tenant Act, 
they would be protecting themselves. 


An hon member: If they know. 


Hon Mr Hampton: I would suggest they probably 
know about the Landlord and Tenant Act, since all this bill 
does is put tenants who are the tenants of a-mortgagee in 
possession in the same situation as tenants who are the 
tenants of an ordinary landlord. 

The effect of the retroactivity is probably to give an 
evicted tenant a right to sue for wrongful termination, but 
let’s look at that right in reality. Very few tenants, I would 
argue, are likely to sue for being evicted since January 
1990, since the damages would be very small. They might 
get moving expenses and they might get increase in rent in 
new premises, but I suggest it probably would not make it 
worth while, if they were to get anything at all. The irrita- 
tion of trying to sue on something like that in itself is 
something the member might want to consider. 

But I want him to consider this: If we do not have the 
retroactivity provisions there, then we are allowing the 
exact Situation this bill is attempting to deal with. In other 
words— 

Mr Harnick: Every bill is like that. There has to be a 
start and there has to be a finish. 

Hon Mr Hampton: The start was well announced, 
that the day this legislation is introduced in this House is 
the day it takes effect. Members should take notice. As I 
said, sheriffs have taken notice and I even note, from some 
of the decisions in Ontario Reports the other day, that mas- 
ters and members of the judiciary have taken notice. 

We do not believe the retroactivity aspects of it will 
cause a major problem or result in any grave injustice. As | 
said, whenever sheriffs have been called upon to deal with 
this kind of default and potential mortgagee in possession 
situation, they have advised both parties of Bill 40, of the 
retroactivity and that they should comply with the Land- 
lord and Tenant Act in order not to run afoul of Bill 40. We 
think the number of situations that might arise would be 
very small indeed. 

The First Deputy Chair: We are voting on Mr 
Harnick’s motion. 

All those in favour will please say “aye.” 

All those opposed will please say “nay.” 

In my opinion, the nays have it. 

Motion negatived. 

Section 8 agreed to. 

Section 9 agreed to. 

Bill ordered to be reported. 


On motion by Mr Hampton, the committee of the 
whole reported one bill without amendment. 


Hon Mrs Coppen: Madam Speaker, I rise to ask 
unanimous consent that Bill 40 be read for the third time. 


Agreed to. 
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MORTGAGES AMENDMENT ACT, 1990 


Mr Hampton moved third reading of Bill 40, An Act 
to amend the Mortgages Act. 


Hon Mr Hampton: First of all, let me say to all mem- 
bers of the House that I have appreciated their assistance 
and thoughtfulness in dealing with this legislation today. I 
want to say particularly to the member for Willowdale that 
I understand his concerns and where they come from and I 
appreciate the eloquence with which he has stated them. 

I give him the undertaking that if some of the problems 
he identified and that I have looked at for some time arise, 
we can sit down and look at the appropriate kinds of 
amendments that will hopefully deal with those problems, 
because I do not think any of us in this House want that to 
happen and no one here intends that it will happen. I think 
we have a difference of degree of opinion as to the likeli- 
hood of those things happening. If they occur, I think ev- 
eryone in this House will want to look at those potential 
problems and sit down and try to deal with them. 

The importance of this legislation is quite simply this: 
The act will protect tenants from eviction without notice 
when their landlords have defaulted on their mortgages, 
and that is an important change. It was thought at one time 
that this kind of amendment to the law would not be neces- 
sary. It was thought that the existing legislation dealt with 
it. However, an interpretation was given by the judiciary 
on a set of facts and unfortunately the opinion that was 
given, the judgement that was rendered, made these 
amendments necessary. 

I want to point out that given the current economic 
climate, the legislation is especially important. Tenants 
who themselves have paid their rent on time and met all of 
the obligations of their leases may still find themselves 
thrown out of their homes because of the financial prob- 
lems of their landlords, and that is particularly so in a 
recession. ; 

The Landlord and Tenant Act is intended to cover all 
relations between tenants and those who control the build- 
ings they live in. However, as I said, court decisions over 
the years have made an exception to this rule for mortgag- 
ees enforcing mortgage remedies and this act will now, I 
hope once and for all, specify that mortgagees going into 
possession are in the same position as landlords and not in 
a better position. The tenants most at risk from such evic- 
tions are those in basement or attic apartments in single- 
family homes. This government wants to protect the most 
vulnerable tenants as well as their more secure counterparts. 

In our view, extending this protection will, because of 
the safeguards we have built into the bill, not cause undue 
harm to lenders. It will have little or no effect on the 
availability of housing and tenants’ groups have been very 
firm in that view. It will ensure that the housing available 
can be securely occupied by the tenants who meet their 
obligations under the law, and I would say the strong indi- 
cations are that it will not cause dislocations in the mort- 
gage market or with respect to financial lending for 
single-family homes. 
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I ask the House to join us in filling this gap in the law 
and in protecting those individuals in society in the cate- 
gory of tenants most in need of protection. The informa- 
tion we have received in the press over the last few days is 
that there are a fair number of tenants who would be pro- 
tected by this legislation and they await this type of rem- 
edy with some concern. 


Motion agreed to. 


EDUCATION AMENDMENT ACT 
(MISCELLANEOUS), 1990 


Resuming the adjourned debate on the motion for sec- 


ond reading of Bill 30, An Act to amend the Education | 


Act. 


The Acting Speaker (Mrs Haslam): Is there any 
member who wishes to participate in the debate? 


Sa 


1 


Hon Mrs Boyd: I have a desire to introduce some | 


amendments from the government side. 


The Acting Speaker: Would you hold just for a min- © 
ute please, minister. We have found a member who wishes | 


to participate in the debate so we will recognize the mem-. 
ber for York North. 


Mr Beer: Thank you, Madam Speaker. I was not sure 
whether the amendments had to be presented first of all. 


We began this debate almost three months ago, I think, — 


so I have been going back and trying to refresh myself on 
a number of the questions I raised at that time and simply | 
want to put them on the record again. I believe the minister — 
may well have some responses to those, but if I can briefly | 


just note several of the areas we had those questions on. 


In terms of the basic bill, we were supportive of the — 


intent of the different sections. But initially with respect to 
the copyright licence agreement, we had three questions in 
particular and I will just briefly read those out again. Per- 
haps the minister can report if there is anything that has 
happened since we debated this on 20 March with respect 
to the federal government’s initiatives or lack of initiatives 
with respect to this question. 

I believe the minister at the time had answered the 
question with respect to payment. There had been an issue 
between the boards and the ministry and that had been 
resolved, but there was also the question around how 
school boards or the ministry would deal with authors and 
publishers who are not members of a collective, which was 
the way we were going to settle this. 

The other question was in relation to the taping of 
radio and television programs, really the whole question of 
those kinds of materials now used in schools that are not 
covered by licences with collectives and how that kind of 
material—audio-visual material, print music and computer 
software—and those particular areas would be covered. 

I think those were basically the questions. 


The Acting Speaker: Our records indicate you have 
already taken part in this debate. 

Mr Beer: It was an interesting attempt. 

The Acting Speaker: It was an interesting attempt. 


However, you are out of order and I will ask you to take 
your seat now. Are there any other members who wish to 
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articipate in this debate? The member for Willowdale, 
nd we will 
| check our records. 


630 
Mr Harnick: I can assure you, Madam Speaker, I 
ave not spoken on this bill. 

The provincial government should not make living in 

Aetropolitan Toronto any more onerous than living any- 
vhere else in Ontario. The people of Metro should have 
‘ecess to the same facilities and programs as those living 
‘n other parts of the province. 
| The government’s Bill 30 clearly encourages the kind 
of discrimination I am referring to. The northern boundary 
of the riding of Willowdale is Steeles Avenue. Because the 
York Region Board of Education is building new schools, 
whereas the Metropolitan Toronto School Board is reno- 
vating and reconstructing schools, a person who lives 
10rth of Steeles Avenue has available to his or her board of 
sducation funds for the construction of day care centres. 
The schools of Metropolitan Toronto do not have access to 
‘hese same funds. 
_ Ido not feel it should be a penalty to live in Metropoli- 
an Toronto. New schools are provided with the necessary 
funds for day care centres. Old schools which are being 
rebuilt are not provided with the same funding. With Bill 
30, the construction of a new child care facility which does 
not happen to be in a new school has to be funded through 
local tax dollars. This downloading on the municipalities 
will result in higher property taxes. 

It is important to clarify the government’s intent with 
regard to child care funding. The government has created a 
demand for child care facilities in schools throughout the 
province by having an explicit policy supporting child care 
centres in all new schools. The government is implying 
that child care facilities will be available to everyone, yet 
the reality is that child care facilities are available only to 
those people living in new subdivisions. People who live in 
established communities will not receive the same benefits. 

_ During the election, the Premier stated, in response to a 
questionnaire from the Metropolitan Toronto School 
Board, that the NDP would ensure 100% of capital day 
care costs to Metro’s schools. I find it repulsive that the 
NDP government makes these blanket promises, only to 
turn around and exclude Toronto, North York and the rest 
of Metropolitan Toronto and other established communi- 
ties from the funds that are to be allocated. 

The government downloads its promises on to the mu- 
Nicipalities and then forces the municipalities to live up to 
the NDP promises. McKee Public School, in the heart of 
Willowdale, is being rebuilt. The school already has a day 
care centre with over 70 children, yet no funds have been 
allocated for a day care centre in the new school and none 
are forthcoming. What is going to happen to these 70 chil- 
dren when the school is rebuilt? 

I urge the government to treat all areas of Ontario 
equally and guarantee that McKee Public School, and 
every public school in my riding that has the opportunity 
and obtains capital funding for reconstruction, will receive 
the much needed funds for their day care centres. 
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Mr Tilson: I wish to limit my comments specifically 
to the issue of the day care that has been referred to in this 
bill. Under this bill, all new schools must be built with a 
child care facility, unless the board requests an exemption. 
As I understand it, and I would hope the minister would 
clarify this, there have been to date several requests for 
exemptions and none of these requests have been granted, 
which raised the whole subject. We are all in favour of day 
care—all of us. I am sure that everyone on all sides of the 
House is in favour of day care and the need for day care. 

The question is, who is going to pay for it? Should the 
overall taxpayer pay for it or should the property owner 
pay for it, because I can assure members that once these 
institutions are put forward in the schools, there is the 
subject of salaries, there is the subject of providing proper 
schoolground facilities. There are other areas: There is the 
equalization of salaries between the day care people and 
the teachers. All of these subjects are subsequently passed 
on to the property owner, the taxpayer, the property owner 
who is paying municipal taxes. It is another example of 
downloading, which both this government and our party 
opposed the previous government for doing, passing an 
obligation that the overall taxpayer must provide on to the 
property taxpayer. The property taxpayers simply cannot 
afford any more of this downloading that has been going 
on, and this is another example. 

When I rise to speak, I am not against the subject of 
day care; I am in favour of day care. What I am opposed to 
is the minister’s philosophy, or the government’s philoso- 
phy, of passing this responsibility on to the school boards 
around this province. 

It was my understanding that the changes that Bill 30 
allows would create needed day care centres in existing 
schools as well, either by additions or refitting, and that 
they would receive provincial funding in the usual way for 
approved projects. 

Again, the philosophy of it is commendable. What I 
am opposed to, and what our party is opposed to, is the 
downloading principle of passing on a provincial responsi- 
bility to the municipalities. 

I would hope the Minister of Education would com- 
ment on those thoughts as to why she is passing a provin- 
cial responsibility on to the taxpayer. 

There is no question that, whether one is talking a 
planned school, a new school project—and I know of two 
in my riding of Dufferin-Peel, one under the separate 
school system and one under the public school system, 
where new schools are being planned—or whether one is 
talking about school sites that are going to be expanded or 
added on to to provide day care, these school sites will 
have to be expanded to accommodate such things as play- 
grounds. As I have indicated, this will add extra costs to 
the school board and, in turn, to the property taxpayer. 

I cannot speak any further with respect to that subject. 
It is a basic objection. When this government was cam- 
paigning in the last election, it was opposed to the 
downloading on to the property taxpayer. I am sure we are 
all opposed to it now. I cannot believe that members of the 
government are not opposed to it, because it has been dis- 
cussed around this province in tax revolts, in the coming 
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municipal elections, and this is a subject that I can assure 
you will be debated. 

There is still time for the minister to change her mind, 
because I can assure her that her government will be 
blamed for the increasing municipal taxes that are being 
put on the property taxpayer, and one of the examples as to 
why this is going to occur is this philosophy of having day 
care being funded by the property taxpayer. 

The government has created a demand for child care 
facilities in schools throughout the province, certainly by 
having an explicit policy of putting child care in all new 
schools. Parents, as well as people in this House, want day 
care. I think that where they will find the general members 
of the public are opposed to this type of philosophy is that 
they do not want it paid for by the property taxpayer. 

If the government does what it is going to do, if it is 
going to pass this specific section of the bill dealing with 
day care, what it will mean is the local taxpayer once again 
will have to foot the bill. 
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Mr J. Wilson: I am concerned that the legislation we 
have before us this afternoon is intended as a housekeep- 
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in order to provide child care facilities. I recently met with 
a group of public school trustees from my riding in Simcoe | 
county. Here is a sample of what I heard during this meet- 
ing: “The province continues to enact new legislation 
without any regard as to how it will impact local school 
boards. The taxpayers want us to reduce the mill rate, but | 
we can’t cut back on programs and services which the 
province mandates.” 

There is nothing new or profound in these remarks, but 
what they indicate is that the change in government has | 
done nothing to mitigate the growing burdens faced by 
taxpayers and local school boards. Today it is clear to me | 
that this government has not staked out a path to remedy 
this problem, but merely to exacerbate it. 

Junior kindergarten is a marvellous program in theory, 
but its glamour is tarnished considerably because of the | 
province’s failure to forward the money to the school 
boards to pay for the program. Junior kindergarten is an 
example of the province’s neglect of the notion that he 
who speaks pays. | 

Fewer students in each classroom would be a wonder- 
ful improvement to our education system, but where is the - 
virtue of imposing such a policy when its costs are hoisted | 


ing bill but is much more than that and will create more 
problems than it will solve. 
It is my understanding that the bill authorizes capital 


on to the backs of local school boards? What this means is | 
that local taxpayers are once again forced to squeeze their — 
wallets even tighter. Yet another Queen’s Park brainstorm — 


grants to school boards for child care facilities in new and 
replacement schools, and the flip side of this coin is that it 
permits school boards to raise funds locally to create and 
upgrade child care facilities at existing schools. 

This section of the bill that deals directly with child 
care facilities is indeed ill conceived. Chief among its 
faults is the notion of downloading, as my colleague for 
Dufferin-Peel has mentioned, the continuation of 
downloading programs on to the shoulders of local school 
boards without an accompanying cheque from Queen’s 
Park to pay for them. 

It is my belief that the child care provisions of Bill 30 
continue a negative trend that has wreaked havoc upon 
local school boards and their ratepayers. By establishing 
child care facilities in new schools, the NDP government 
will undoubtedly raise expectations in local communities 
without child care facilities in their existing schools. The 
result is that local school boards will once again be caught 
in the middle. They will be forced to provide child care 
services or incur the wrath of angry taxpayers, yet to pro- 
vide these facilities within existing schools means that 
local boards will be inundated with criticism from tax- 
payer coalition groups which are monitoring every dollar 
they spend. 

It is time for the powers that be in Ontario to adopt a 
new commonsense approach to educational governance, 
one that insists and is premised on the belief that he or she 
who speaks pays. It is time to deal head-on with problems 
instead of passing them off. This government has chosen 
not to meet this challenge but to carry out the policy of 
downloading that was initiated and seen so very often in 
actions taken by the previous Liberal government. 

With Bill 30 the NDP government is using a subtle 
tactic to eventually force local boards to increase mill rates 


results in an increase in the burden on local taxpayers | | 
without any regard for the notion, once again, that he or 
she who speaks should pay. 

This is only the beginning. What should be the onidingy 
principle of “he who speaks pays” was neglected with re-_ 
gard to pay equity, the employer’s health tax levy, health 
and safety legislation and all-day senior kindergarten. I do - 
not see the fairness or the sense of partnership in a rela- 
tionship structured upon the government as the idea man, 
while local boards are left to take all the flak as the im- 
plementers of the ideas thrust upon them by Queen’s Park. 
I believe that no one in this Legislature would question the 
need for special education, but is it not odd just how will- 
ing the government is to have local boards deal with a 
disproportionate amount of the problem? 

Once again, here is an example of what I am hearing 
from public school trustees in my riding. I quote from a 
letter that was sent to me by one of those trustees: 

“One case I studied, I followed, and it shows that the 
student required personalized equipment in the amount of 
$9,300 to meet his program needs alone in the years 1986 
to 1989. This student is serviced by a classroom teacher 
who is also responsible for eight other special students, a 
full-time aide, a speech teacher, a vision resource teacher, 
a resource and withdrawal specialist, as well as a family 
resource worker. 

“As you can imagine, the expenditure for specialized 
equipment as well as human resources becomes quite 
costly, and unfortunately this case is not always the excep- 
tion, but becoming very common within our system. No 
one is denying the real needs that these students have and 
that they must be serviced, but the province has to fund 
their needs more appropriately since we are required to be 
the vehicle that meets their needs.” 


| That is the end of the quote, but it is certainly not the 
ad of the negative trend that we have been seeing over the 
ast few years. Not only have local school boards been 
prced to shoulder more programs, but they have been 
yrced to do so with substantially diminished support from 
he province. 

| During the course of decreasing provincial support for 
ducation, assessment pooling came along and further 
andicapped public school boards. Pooling has cost the 
‘imcoe county public school board almost $300,000 in 
990, with the projected loss to be about $1.5 million by 
1995. How are local boards in Simcoe county, both public 
nd separate, supposed to realize the endless aspirations of 
ae provincial government with less and less funds? 

One more example is the land use policy implemented 
ry the Ministry of the Environment last year. The Simcoe 
ounty public school board, which has a large rural com- 
‘onent, has been attempting to replace an outdated school 
n the village of Nottawa. They had an offer to purchase a 
Q-acre site, but this was nullified by the Ministry of the 
invironment, which said the site was too small and that a 
\8-acre site was necessary for environmental reasons. 
After negotiations, the size was reduced to 28 acres. This 
‘learly indicates the difficulties that plague local boards. 
\fter wrangling, the Simcoe board was able to escape by 
yaying three times as much for the land it needed to con- 
truct a replacement school. I can tell you, Madam 
speaker, that local boards have not had a threefold in- 
rease in funds from Queen’s Park. 

Once again, the province spoke and the local boards 
ind taxpayers paid the price. Now the province is creating 
| prisoner’s dilemma of sorts with Bill 30. Child care facil- 
ties are not being forced on local boards, but they are now 
yeing created in new schools. If existing schools desire the 
ame child care facilities, they will be forced to raise funds 
ocally tocreatethem. 

Let’s not be naive. When parents see child care facili- 
ies in some schools, they will want the same for their own 
hildren. They may even write the province to request such 
| facility, and the provincial government, as it did so capa- 
ly during the five years of Liberal mismanagement, will 
ndicate to them that the decision is up to the local school 
yoard. All the flak, all the heat and all the expense is to be 
yorne by local boards after the government here at Queen’s 
ark raises a myriad of expectations with Bill 30. 

The legislation does not clarify funding for new and 
xisting child care facilities. However, the indication is 
‘lear, and the Ontario Public School Boards’ Association 
las stated this to be the case in a letter sent to the Minister 
yf Education in February. The Ontario Public School 
3oards’ Association is correct to assume that the child care 
rovision of Bill 30 creates real problems for assessment- 
y00r boards which lack the ability to raise funds locally. 

Is our goal as legislators to institute a system of in- 
quality of opportunity? I say it is not, and it should not be, 
yut I fear this will occur if this legislation is passed as it 
surrently reads. 

An additional problem is the bureaucratic headache 
sreated with child care facilities funded and located on 
-ducation sites. The requirements to gain access to these 
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child care facilities are controlled by the Ministry of Com- 
munity and Social Services. Space and design require- 
ments as set out in the Day: Nurseries Act are different 
from those in the Education Act for children in the same 
age group. I suggest that what the system does not need is 
more confusion. 

I would suggest the government heed the advice of the 
Ontario Public School Boards’ Association in its 20 February 
letter to the minister. I will just quote from that letter. It says: 

“OPSBA suggests that because there are different reali- 
ties across the province, when considering the need for 
child care, the Ministry of Education, in consultation with 
local boards, develop a definitive long-term plan for the 
implementation of child care in Ontario.” 

The government must send out a more positive mes- 
sage to school boards, one that indicates clearly that local 
boards are not alone. The section on child care does not 
send out this message, and therefore my caucus colleagues 
and I cannot support the sections in this bill dealing with 
child care. If the minister were to withdraw these child 
care provisions, perhaps we would reconsider our position. 
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Hon Mrs Boyd: Since the last three speakers have 
alluded primarily to the child care aspects of the proposed 
act, I think it is time to answer some of the questions that 
have been raised. They were raised previously in the de- 
bate as well. 

I make no pretence and my party makes no pretence 
that this particular bill, Bill 30, answers the multitude of 
questions all of us have about the comprehensive delivery 
of child care services in Ontario It was not intended to do 
so. That matter is a very serious matter and one which 
concerns many people in our community for many differ- 
ent reasons. For that reason, our government has deter- 
mined to embark upon a very extensive child care 
consultation looking at all these issues and looking at 
interministerial responsibility, as the member suggests and 
as OPSBA suggested. We need to look at those crossings 
of responsibility. 

What this is meant to do is legitimate the process that 
has gone on under the previous government and under our 
own government of making funds available to new schools 
for the provision of child care. At the request of the Metro 
Toronto School Board, in answer to the member for 
Willowdale, this has also given authority to school boards 
to raise those funds where they so choose. This is in no 
way intended to be a definitive answer to child care prob- 
lems, which I would certainly agree are urgent and which 
our government intends to address in the very near future. 


Mr J. Wilson: Madam Speaker, do I get to respond to 
that? 


The Acting Speaker (Mrs Haslam): No, you do not. 
I am still in questions and comments. I would like to be 
sure that there are no other questions and comments on 
your participation and then you will be allowed two min- 
utes to wind up your debate. 

Mr Ruprecht: The member for Simcoe West read a 
quote that states unequivocally that there are different real- 
ities across this province, and that is so true. What I like to 
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do is ask whether he could in his remarks or whether the 
minister could in her remarks expand on the idea of creat- 
ing a greater justice among school boards. 

For instance, in the downtown area where the need is 
great for child care services, the school boards will not be 
able to access funds from the province. To that degree, 
there is certainly an injustice within the funding mecha- 
nism of Bill 30. It is important that this bill address the 
inequities across the province. While we would agree that 
the development of new schools and the consequent fund- 
ing is a good idea, we cannot leave out the school boards 
which have added expenditures already in the downtown 
areas and may not be able to fulfil their role in funding the 
child care services that are so necessary. 

Whether I am talking about the Parkdale riding or 
other downtown ridings, I think we may be all in the same 
boat, except that I do know of some instances in the 
Parkdale riding where these child care services are essen- 
tial and the school board may not be ready or even able to 
come up with the funding to supply them. I would there- 
fore submit, either to the member who was talking about 
different realities across the province or certainly to the 
minister, that this very fact should be looked into. 


Mrs Marland: I would like to respond to the com- 
ments that have been made and, in so doing, I would like 
to raise the concerns of the member for Markham, who 
tells me—and I am saying this on his behalf—that Bill 30 
brings the Education Act in line with the provisions of the 
Municipal Freedom of Information. and Protection of Pri- 
vacy Act, which came into effect on 1 January 1991. 
Clause 32(e) of that act indicates that information cannot 
be released except for the purposes of complying with an 
act. Subsection 237(3) of the Education Act gives parents 
the right to access the Ontario student record, report card, 
etc. Legal counsel at the Ministry of Education have indi- 
cated that the municipal freedom of information act does 
not take away parents’ rights under subsection 237(3). 
However, anything that is outside the Ontario student re- 
cord would require student consent for the release of the 
information. 

The ministry gave the member for Markham two ex- 
amples of potential problems in this regard. First is atten- 
dance records—the school would not be able to call home 
to inform parents—and second is notification of suspen- 
sion. Legal counsel at the ministry have indicated that they 
will attempt to address these areas in a future omnibus bill. 

I simply say to the minister that maybe she has a re- 
sponse to this issue today and, if not, could we have it in 
writing tomorrow, or is she proposing a future amendment 
to address these concerns which I raise on behalf of the 
member for Markham? 


Hon Mr Wildman: While I always very much like to 
hear from my friend the member for Mississauga South— 
she puts her positions very well, even in the House when 
she is speaking on behalf of someone else—I really cannot 
quite figure out how that last comment was a comment on 
the remarks of my friend the member for Simcoe West, 
because he spoke most of the time, as I recall, about day 
care and the funding for day care for school boards, while 
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the member was talking about freedom of information. It 
would seem to me that it is most unfair of my friend the 
member for Mississauga South to use the time we have to 
comment on the cogent remarks of my friend the member; 
for Simcoe West to speak about another member’s con- 
cern, which has absolutely nothing to do with the member 
for Simcoe West. | 

I was most interested in the concerns of the member 
for Simcoe West and I was most disappointed to hear him) 
say he would only vote for this bill if we took out all! 
reference to child care. If we should be doing anything| 
with regard to the education field in this province, we 
should be doing something about child care. 


Mr J. Wilson: I do not know what to make of the’ 
comments from the Minister of Natural Resources. I think 
perhaps he is buttering me up for some future negotiations. 
we will get into between tourism and Algonquin Park. 
None the less, I thank him for the kind comments. This, of. 
course, is an omnibus bill, and my colleague the member 
for Mississauga South had every right to say what she said 
and was very much correct in what she relayed from other 
colleagues. 

This bill contains a lot more than child care, but I say 
to the minister that she is well aware what the problems| 
will be—I think so, because we have raised them; a num-! 
ber of interest groups have raised them—concerning fund- 
ing of child care and the expectations of communities that 
will qualify for child care facilities in their schools and: 
those that will not. She is going to have a patchwork 
across the province. | 

The minister says the reason that provision is in the bill 
is she is legitimizing the process of child care that was 
begun by the previous Liberal government and that she is’ 
going to be taking a comprehensive study. I have been a 
political assistant for some seven years, and I have read 
absolute reams and piles and piles of studies on child care. 
I suggest she send her staff to the library and reread some 
of those studies, without spending any new money on new. 
studies. There are a lot of good recommendations there. 
She certainly would get a feel for the problems she is 
creating with the provision in this bill. I would ask that she 
consider withdrawing the provision so that we can take 
another look at the bill and perhaps be able to agree with 
other provisions in it. 
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Mrs Marland: I would not pass this opportunity be- 
cause the honourable Minister of Natural Resources, the 
member for Algoma, who shared this side of the House 
with me for many years, is here this afternoon saying he 
enjoys very much what I have to say, so I would not want 
to disappoint him. 

To the very serious matter before us, however, I have 
here a letter from the largest separate school board in this 
province, the Dufferin-Peel Roman Catholic Separate 
School Board. The letter is over the signature of the chair- 
person of that board, Patrick Meany. I would like to read 
this letter into the record in order that, at some time, the 
Minister of Education might address the concerns of this 
board. The letter is as follows: 
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| “Dear Margaret: 

) “Re Bill 30, Amendment to the Education Act 

_ “Thank you for forwarding a copy of the bill to us for 
jomment. We do not have a formal comment from the 
oard, but in discussion the following points have arisen. 

“Child care facilities: Once again, the permission given 

vere will cost boards money. We are already funding local 
-osts associated with child care facilities in new schools. 
the proposals in this bill would tend to increase local 
sosts. We would suggest that your child care facilities be 
unded completely by the ministries of Education and 
Community and Social Services.” 
“Copyright licence agreements: If these agreements are 
‘o be negotiated by the ministry, they should also be paid 
ny the ministry. There would be great economy in this 
node of operation. 

“The other proposals in the bill are acceptable as they 
stand. 

“Yours sincerely.” 

I also have a report here from the Peel Board of Educa- 
ion, the largest public school board in Canada. It has some 
dertinent comments on Bill 30 that also need to be brought 
‘0 the attention of the minister. The first issue is where 
zach school board would be required to develop and im- 
plement drug education policies by September 1991. I read 
for the edification of the minister: “The current drug edu- 
cation policy and administrative procedures of the Peel 
board fit the criteria outlined in the ministry policy frame- 
work. In fact, Peel was one of the first boards in Ontario to 
undertake a comprehensive review of its drug and alcohol 
education curriculum and policies.” I think you would 
agree this is very commendable. 

The next subject I want to bring to the attention of the 
minister is the authority for school boards to require a 
deposit for textbooks provided to pupils enrolled in a con- 
tinuing education course or class in which a credit towards 
a secondary school diploma may be earned. The Peel 
board response on this is as follows: 

“Should regulation 262 be amended to require boards 
to provide without charge textbooks for continuing educa- 
tion pupils enrolled in credit courses, then the board would 
support the recommendations. 

“The greater issue, however, is that additional costs to 
the board will be sizeable. The Peel board annually serves 
some 5,000 continuing education clients in this area. The 
cost for textbooks would be in the range of $200,000. 
Further, these textbooks would have to be stored in board 
facilities, facilities which we presently do not have.” 

The next issue is to establish a maximum fixed period 
for the suspension of a pupil from school, and that is 
amendment 22(1) as follows, “A principal may suspend a 
pupil for a fixed period not in excess of 20 days.” 

The board response is as follows: “The board supports 
fixing the maximum period for which a principal may sus- 
pend a student at 20 days. It would, however, consider any 
school suspension beyond 10 days as extreme, and would 
establish administrative guidelines for principals that 
would govern the circumstances under which a suspension 
of greater than 10 days could be levied. The Peel board 
would support this recommendation provided that any 


revision to section 22(2) does not remove the right of the 
board to confirm or modify the suspension, thus providing 
the board with a disciplinary measure intermediate be- 
tween a school suspension and expulsion.” 

One other issue is whether sick leave credits should be 
transferable between boards despite intervening employ- 
ment that interrupts the continuity of employment under 
which credits are accumulated. Apparently, the ministry is 
amending section 158(6) to permit the transfer of sick 
leave credits where there has been a break in employment. 

The board response is: “The Peel Board of Education 
would not support this recommendation. In our view, the 
proposed amendment should not be enshrined in the Edu- 
cation Act, but should be at the discretion of the individual 
boards.” 

The final comment of the Peel Board of Education is 
on the issue of exemption from payment of fees for visi- 
tors who, while in Canada, apply for permanent residence 
and landed immigrant status. The ministry is recommend- 
ing that visitors who, while in Canada, apply for perma- 
nent residence and landed immigrant status be permitted to 
attend school without payment of fees. 

The Peel board response is: “This requires clarification 
of the term “permanent residence.’ Application to immigra- 
tion would not be sufficient and the Peel board would 
recommend that immigration provide an approval granted 
in principle on the basis of appropriate documentation. 
Given this approval, Peel could then admit a student with- 
out payment of fees.” 

I hope the minister will consult with her staff on these 
responses of the Peel Board of Education, and I say in 
closing that the last point is one that is particularly perti- 
nent for Peel, since the largest number of those students 
who are awaiting landed immigrant status or permanent 
resident status are within the jurisdiction of the Peel Board 
of Education. 

The Peel board is not saying, of course, that it does not 
welcome these students. They do welcome them, but they 
cannot accept the financial burden for them without some 
assurance in principle from the authorities that they will be 
eligible for the landed immigrant status they are hoping to 
achieve. If they are approved, then of course the board will 
assume the cost of their education, as it does for anyone 
else. 

I think it is really relevant to also tell members at this 
point that the region of Peel has over $1.7 million out- 
standing for the direct costs of the payment of provision of 
services for those people who are in that vacuum awaiting 
landed immigrant status in Peel. The taxpayers in Peel are 
saying that they are already supporting these families and 
that it is fair they not be exempted from fees unless there is 
an approval in principle for their status. We ask the minis- 
ter to respond to the board with its concerns about Bill 30 
as soon as possible. 
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Hon Mrs Boyd: The whole latter part of what the 
member for Mississauga South was talking about was 
parts of the bill that I in fact introduced today for first 
reading. It has nothing to do with Bill 30, although I was 
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interested and wanted to hear her comments, because of 
course that is part of the feedback that we want on new 
bills that we introduce. I certainly take very seriously the 
comments of Peel. 

I am not going to spend a lot of time speaking to the 
letter from the Peel board, because it refers to the bill we 
did today. We will have lots of time for that during the 
consultation period. The child care concerns that were 
raised by the member, however, are of deep concern, as I 
said before, and in my summing up remarks I will be 
answering those concerns directly. 


Mrs Marland: I assume that the child care concerns 
the minister is referring to are those that are raised by the 
separate school board. I think it is quite fair for those 
concerns to be tabled on behalf of any of the boards in this 
province, because it is like so many things to do with 
education—people down here in the ivory towers of 
Queen’s Park come up with ways to spend money, but not 
always in terms of very real priorities. 

I support the programs that are initiated by ministries, 
and in this case the Ministry of Education, but what I do 
not support is where ministries—another example I can 
give for the Ministry of Education is the reduction of class 
size, which was not done by this government. It was done 
by the previous Liberal government. What happens is 
these mandates come down from on high, no discussion 
takes place with the school boards as to whether they can 
afford them or whether they even have the space, and very 
often the space is the biggest hurdle. It is simply impossi- 
ble for them to overcome it. 

If we are talking about priorities in terms of where the 
money comes from, if the province is going to announce 
provincially mandated programs in education, then the 
province must pay for them, because the taxpayers cannot 
assume any more additional burden on their property 
taxes. If the minister does not have the money, she should 
not announce them, or if she wants them badly enough, 
she should take them from another program area in her 
government. 

Hon Mrs Boyd: As I indicated before, I have two 
amendments to the bill and wonder if we could move into 
committee of the whole to consider those amendments. 

The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): The honour- 
able minister has moved second reading of the bill prior to 
going to committee of the whole. 

Motion agreed to. 

Bill ordered for committee of the whole House. 

House in committee of the whole. 


EDUCATION AMENDMENT ACT 
(MISCELLANEOUS), 1990 

Consideration of Bill 30, An Act to amend the Educa- 
tion Act. 

The First Deputy Chair: Would the minister care to 
list her amendments, just to the sections. 

Mr Beer: On a point of order, Madam Chair: I just 
want to be clear about the procedure here. The minister is 
going to present her amendments, but we will be discuss- 
ing or be able to raise questions on each section. 


The First Deputy Chair: Yes. 

Hon Mrs Boyd: The sections are section 4 and sub- 
section 8(3). 

The First Deputy Chair: Are there any other amend- 
ments? Are there any comments or questions on sections 1 | 
through 3? 

Mr Beer: I had set out, in my confusion earlier, in my | 
discussion of second reading, and meant to do it in com- | 
mittee of the whole, just a number of questions that I had ! 
posed during second reading. I do not need to go back and | 
list all those, but I simply want to indicate that to the | 
minister. I believe she has some answers to the questions 
that I and the member for London North raised. There 
were several, and I reiterated those earlier this afternoon. 

You said to the first three, I believe, Madam Chair. 

The First Deputy Chair: Section 1, section 2 and sec- | 
tion 3, because the first amendment we have is for section 4. 

Mr Beer: Those would be my questions then with | 
respect to the copyright licence agreement, and I would | 
appreciate hearing the minister on those questions that I | 
raised earlier. ) 


Hon Mrs Boyd: Yes, I am happy to answer those 
questions. | 

The question regarding the relationship with the federal | 
government in terms of the copyright agreement is that as 
far as we are aware, there has been no move by the federal | 
government to implement phase 2. This means that the | 
protections that teachers and school boards have been ask- 
ing for in terms of exemptions are not yet available. The 
minister then responsible in the federal government did not 
respond to the request from the Council of Ministers of 
Education, Canada. He was scheduled to meet with us in 
February but in fact did not attend that meeting, so at the 
present time we do not know when the federal government | 
is going to move along with phase 2. That does concern us | 
and concerns our partners in this endeavour. | 
1720 | 

There was a question raised about the financing of the 
copy agreement. In the original consultation that went out 
on this, the proposal was that boards of education would 
share in the cost of CanCopy. That was withdrawn by our 
government. We will be using some of the education 
programs’ other money that is in the budget of the ministry 
to cover the costs of this program. 

The member inquired as to whether audio-visual mate- 
rials, print music, computer software and so on were in- 
cluded in the licence agreement that is being proposed. 
Unfortunately, they are not. Boards will be required to 
approach copyright holders for consent to copy until such 
time as collectives are set up for these groups. 

At the present time, unlike CanCopy, there are no col- 
lectives set up to cover this kind of material. When those 
collectives are set up—and we believe that if we manage 
to negotiate a CanCopy agreement, that will be an incen- 
tive for those kinds of collectives to be set up—then our 
strategy would be to negotiate on that level with the appro- 
priate groups. We certainly agree with the member that this 
is a matter of deep concern to those who are using these 
kinds of materials in the school. 
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In answer to the question of the member regarding 
what would happen when authors or publishers are not 
sart of CanCopy, part of the agreement would indicate that 
‘hose who specifically do not wish to have their materials 
copied could get excluded from the agreement. When there 
is a specific prohibition, their material would not be cop- 
ied. That was felt to be a protection for those creative 
endeavours, but also to lessen the kind of red tape that is 
required in terms of this kind of material. 

I think that covers the issues raised in sections 1, 2 and 
3 by that member, although in his original speech, when he 
was asking about this bill, he did raise a number of ques- 
tions that have been raised by other members about the 
child care provisions. I am not clear whether he wishes me 
to answer those at this point in time or not. 


Mr J. Wilson: I would like the minister to expand a 
bit on the provision of child care, particularly in terms of 
who is going to pay. She is now allowing child care facili- 
ties to be built in new schools. What if in, say, Alliston, my 
home town, where we have a new school being built, the 
existing schools in town decide they want or need or the 
parents want child care facilities in those schools? Who 
pays for those facilities and the construction or implemen- 
tation of those facilities? 

My views are, as the minister has heard me say, that 
she is putting tremendous new pressure on the property tax 
base, on the school board tax levy. Would she not agree 
that by doing that she is hurting those for whom her gov- 
ernment most often advocates in terms of some glorious 
speeches that are given in this House from time to time 
regarding the poor and seniors on fixed income? Property 
tax, the school board tax, I think you would agree, is a 
very regressive tax and we should not be putting more 
pressure on that and raising mill rates. I would like to hear 
her comments on that. 


Hon Mrs Boyd: I think the concerns the member 
raises are very legitimate. He has heard me before in this 
House echo the concern about the burden on the property 
taxpayer in terms of a lot of the services we offer in the 
educational field. He knows of my commitment and my 
government’s commitment to look at ways to review the 
funding of education to try and relieve that tax burden, to 
move the cost burden for education more and more on to 
ability-to-pay taxes. That is certainly a commitment we 
have. 

I think what the member needs to understand is that the 
amendments we have put in, and specifically the permis- 
sive amendment which actually is farther along in section 
5 of this act, to permit school boards to raise the money to 
build day care centres in schools, were made at the specific 
request of the Metropolitan Toronto School Board, which 
does not have, in the usual course of things, as the member 
for Willowdale pointed out, the grant position that would 
allow the province to be allocating funds for new schools, 
but it certainly felt that it wanted the ability to raise those 
taxes if in fact it wanted to add child care spaces. 

This act does give us the right, which has already been 
exercised by the previous government and of course by 
ours, to make allocations in respect of construction of child 
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care facilities. That is the capital allocation. There seems to 
be some confusion on the part of the members of the third 
party about the difference between those capital alloca- 
tions and the ongoing operating costs of the child care 
centres, which are not borne by the education sector, but 
would be borne, as are other child care centres, through the 
subsidies and that sort of thing. The capital expenditures 
are somewhat removed and somewhat different and most 
of the child care that is provided in schools is provided 
through non-profit, community-based groups. 

The other comment made by the member for Parkdale 
in terms of the child care issue was with respect to the 
downtown core and the fact of our asking for legislative 
permission to make allocations with respect to the con- 
struction of child care facilities and how that does not 
apply to schools in the downtown core in many cases. He, 
of course, is right. That is an issue of equity, as he points 
out. However, the issue of equity is much broader than he 
suggests. The assessment base for Metropolitan Toronto is 
very broad. In fact, Metropolitan Toronto, through the 
equalized mill rate process that has been followed under 
the operating grant structure of the province for some time, 
raises sufficient money to support education in a much 
greater degree than in other areas that have less assessment. 

When we look at the funding of education, we will be 
looking at those inequities and I am very pleased to hear 
that members are as aware of the issues of equity in terms 
of funding as they appear to be, because that will be an 
important issue in that consultation. 

I think the member for Parkdale ought to know, how- 
ever, that because of the shift of population in the down- 
town core, there are many empty classrooms which the 
Metropolitan Toronto school boards have turned into child 
care centres to meet the needs of their community and to 
make effective use of the public resources that they have at 
hand. 

Our concern, as a ministry, is that as there is a turn- 
around again in population, as there is more intensification 
of housing and so on, our schools are often filling up more 
and more and we are finding that schools that have com- 
mitted space to child care centres are now needing that 
space back for classroom space. We agree that is a prob- 
lem. It is a problem we are going to have to come to grips 
with in terms of an interministerial action on child care, as I 
mentioned earlier, which is a priority for us as a government. 

We are not in any way pretending that this act answers 
all the issues around child care. It cannot and it is not 
intended to do so. What it is intended to do, first of all, is 
to make sure that we have the legislative authority to pro- 
vide the grants we have been providing for some time. 
Members would probably be interested to know that a 
large number of centres have been funded under this pro- 
gram; 249 child care centres have been funded under this 
program and 105 of those are already in service. So we are 
wanting to have the legislative authority to grant that 
money and to allow school boards to raise money where 
they choose. 

That is the issue. It is a choice. They are able to make 
that decision based on the requirements and requests of 
their constituents. If their constituents are asking for things 
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the board is not prepared to grant, then that is part of the 
whole business of being responsible representatives. 

I think that answers most of the questions that have 
been raised in those areas by the previous speakers. 
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Mrs Cunningham: I will take the opportunity to talk 
right now with regard to child care facilities, although I 
understand we also have section 5 where we can deal with 
it, but I think my comments will be on the topic. There are 
two issues I would like to raise right now. 

First of all, of course I spoke against the child care 
component of this particular piece of legislation, because I 
thought we were probably getting into a very complicated 
area and we had not discussed the whole policy of child 
care; who would eventually be responsible for the con- 
struction of facilities across the province and who would 
be responsible ultimately for the operating cost. Right now 
the minister has clearly said that in her view it is the Min- 
istry of Community and Social Services, and I certainly 
agree with that. 

She has also promised that in those discussions we in 
opposition would have an opportunity to speak with her 
about our concerns, and we very much appreciate that, but 
at this point in time there are a couple of concerns in the 
communities. I will raise them one at a time. Perhaps it 
would be allowable for the minister to respond, because I 
think it is a great opportunity to clarify some things. 

First of all, around the boards right now, some school 
boards are constructing two and three new schools. Lucky 
them. Others are not getting the grants from the ministry, 
as the minister has already described. But where boards 
are getting grants for new schools in new areas but they 
find it is not necessary for them to put in the child care 
facilities immediately, it has been discussed either with the 
minister or ministry officials that in fact they could transfer 
those funds to another school where the need is greater in 
any one community. I would like the minister, when she 
gets an opportunity to respond, to respond to that one. 
Let’s get that one on the record so that I can send out 
Hansards as opposed to answering the telephone. 

The second area of concern is this: Beyond that issue, 
there has also been some discussion on a consultation pro- 
cess to allow boards to apply for funding for child care 
centres in existing schools. I think this has probably been 
raised with the minister as she has been travelling about 
the province. I am not aware of that possibility, so in the 
interest of some clarification here today, I would appreci- 
ate responses from the minister on those two issues. 


Hon Mrs Boyd: The legislative authority we are seek- 
ing does not cover, of course, the regulations and the pol- 
icy of the capital allocations. That is where the rigidity 
came in that the member commented on in her original 
speech on Bill 30 and which has been of great concern to 
many communities. 

First of all, the flexibility to allow the school boards to 
shift the allocation as it is given from one school to an- 
other if that is in the best interests of their constituents 
under their decision-making process we think is a very 
reasonable request. We have already informed boards that 


have been asking that we see that as a reasonable request, 
The request to transfer allocations would be approved only 
after the board had passed a resolution to that effect. We: 
need to make sure that there is an accountability there. It} 
certainly would be at the discretion of the minister, but} 
certainly I cannot see any reason why we would not agree} 
to that where boards are coming forward with that kind of} 
request. | 

The issue on this provision of child care centres in new | 
schools is one where we want to ensure that there is some! 
equity around the needs of parents. Sometimes boards of. 
education make decisions that do not really accord with} 
the wishes of people in the community. They may decide] 
that there is child care available through some other] 
means, but in fact not in the publicly owned space. We | 
want to be sure we are making those decisions based on) 
the best wishes and the best needs of the communities | 
involved over the long term, because these are facilities | 
that are there as fixed assets for the community and that 
would be needed. 

In terms of the second part of the question, I am afrail | 
I was not clear on exactly what the member was trying to. 
get at, but my assumption is that she was wondering } 
whether we would be coming forward with a full policy in 
terms of how to deal with these capital allocations for child | 
care centres where they do not come under this particular 
program. I would repeat what I said before, that it would. 
need to be part of a comprehensive child care plan, which 
certainly we need to be sure we are working at in an inter- 
ministerial way, and also in terms of the child care com- 
mitments that have been made by the federal government, 
to ensure that we are providing a comprehensive system of 
care for children. | 

It has not been determined at this point in time, of 
course, whether that comprehensive system would con- 
tinue to be under the leadership of the Ministry of Com- 
munity and Social Services, whether it would be a joint 
ministry proposal; that is all under consultation. We cer- 
tainly intend to discuss very thoroughly with our col- 
leagues on the other side of the House and with all the 
stakeholders in this area the best way to provide a compre- 
hensive system. 


Mr Ruprecht: I am delighted to hear of the minister’s 
flexibility in terms of being sensitive to downtown 
schools, especially those which seem to be growing and 
which need the space again that was previously allocated 
for different purposes. 

My only remark or question would be, how would she 
be able to accomplish that goal? Would she be able to 
entertain an amendment at this time, or would she simply 
need extra time to establish some kind of a policy or a 
different funding mechanism later on? If possible, I would 
like to have some kind of response to that kind of approach 
she was hinting at. As I said earlier, I am really delighted 
for the minister to show that sensitivity. 

Hon Mrs Boyd: In response to the member of the 
Opposition’s question, I would not be prepared to entertain 
an amendment at this time, partly because one would not 
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ye necessary. This is permissive legislation to give us the 
egislative authority to grant allocations for child care centres. 
The policy that he talks about and that I would dearly 
iope to see us being able to bring forward in the very near 
‘future over the whole issue of how allocations are made to 
eid care and how we actually reach this goal of a com- 
srehensive system is certainly the issue for interministerial 
jiscussion. 
Iam not the lead minister in terms of child care. It 
would be inappropriate for me to make a commitment to 
he member at this point in time either about the timing of 
such a policy statement or indeed the direction it would 
take, but I can assure the member that we on this side of 
he House are extremely sensitive to the kinds of issues he 
aas raised. We have a deep concern about the very great 
>omplications we are facing in terms of maintaining exist- 
ng child care, as well as creating new child care spaces, 
and that will be a very important part of our policy discus- 
sions in the future. 
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Mr Beer: I forgot one question as I looked over my 
comments from 20 March, and I wonder if the minister 
would just respond. I may know the answer, given things 
that have happened since. But with respect to the letter 
from the Metropolitan Toronto Association for Community 
Living and its request, I understand that would be covered 
by the other amendments the minister brought forward at 
the end of last month. Perhaps she could just comment on 
that so we have it on the record. 


Hon Mrs Boyd: The member is referring to concerns 
that were raised by the association for community living 
about special education, and those special education issues 
are extremely important and urgent. The amendments we 
introduced in this House—I guess it was two weeks ago— 
will deal with some of those concerns. The remaining con- 
cerns, which really talk about the way we design 
programs, the guarantees given to parents for input into the 
appropriate education of their children, the streamlining of 
the individual program, plan process, are the subject of a 
major consultation and new legislation will come forward 
on that. 

Mr Beer: Just to clarify that last point, because a 
question has come up with the minister and with others of 
us around the relationship between the consultation pro- 
cess and the other amendments that were brought in, in 
dealing with that, that consultation period goes until the 
end of December, after which the minister would be con- 
sidering bringing forward legislation on the results of that 
consultation. Is that correct? 

Hon Mrs Boyd: That is correct. 


The Second Deputy Chair: Further questions and/or 
comments on sections 1, 2 and 3 of Bill 30. 


Mrs Marland: Are these comments on the amend- 
ments? 


The Second Deputy Chair: On sections 1, 2 and 3, 
and we will be getting to amendments very shortly. 


Sections 1 to 3, inclusive, agreed to. 
Section 4: 
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The Second Deputy Chair: Mrs Boyd moves that sec- 
tion 4 of the bill be struck out and the following substituted: 

“A(1) Section 136-1 of the act, as enacted by the Statues 
of Ontario, 1986, chapter 21, section 2 and amended by 
1990, chapter 24, section 6, is further amended by adding 
the following subsection: 


“(20fa) Despite subsection (20f), the boards concerned 
may agree to share the amount of the payment under sub- 
section (20d) or (20e) in any manner, including the pay- 
ment of the entire amount by one of the boards. 

“(2) Subsection 136-1(20g) of the act, as enacted by the 
Statutes of Ontario, 1990, chapter 24, section 6, is 
amended by striking out ‘subsections (20d) to (20f)’ in the 
first line and substituting ‘subsections (20d) to (20fa)’ 


“(3) Boards to which former subsection 136-1(20) of 
the act applied before the 20th day of December, 1990 
shall, despite that subsection, be deemed to have had the 
authority to agree to share the amount of a payment under 
former subsection 136-1(18) or (19) of the act in any man- 
ner, including the payment of the entire amount by one of 
the boards.” 


Mr Beer: I know I talked with the minister earlier, but 
just for the record with respect to these amendments, I do 
feel there was a problem with their arriving at the offices 
of the two critics. I would just like to underline that maybe 
we can have a look at our procedures so that in fact we 
have them. 

I think the difficulty, as she will understand, is that 
when an amendment arrives, everybody gets very con- 
cerned and worried and wonders what it is all about. While 
I recognize, having chatted with the minister earlier, that 
this is an attempt to clarify the arrangements, I just want to 
note that we would appreciate receiving these earlier so 
that we and our research people have a chance to look at 
them. 

I would like to ask the minister two things, because the 
nature of this is fairly complex in the reading of it. First, 
specifically and perhaps more in layperson’s terms, what 
does this mean? Second, has she consulted or have her 
officials consulted with the relevant school board associa- 
tions with respect to this? 


Hon Mrs Boyd: I certainly regret that the critics were 
not in possession of these amendments and we have 
amended our procedures to ensure this does not occur 
again. 

This section refers to the gratuities that, upon the ex- 
tension of separate school funding, were often to be shared 
by boards. Essentially, the amendment I am proposing is 
simply to bring this act into accord with Bill 12 and Bill 
13, which were passed on 20 December 1990. The first 
reading of this bill was on 17 December 1990. We made 
amendments in committee to the previous act that necessi- 
tated these amendments. Although most of this bill is 
housekeeping, this is pure housekeeping in terms of bring- 
ing this newest act into accord with the act that was passed 
on 20 December 1990. 


Mr Beer: I may have missed it, but were these 
changes discussed with the school board associations? 
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Hon Mrs Boyd: Yes, they were. In fact, we have a 
number of school boards that have set aside gratuity 
money and are just waiting for permission to share it under 
this section. 


Mrs Cunningham: The minister will not be surprised 
at some of my comments this afternoon. There is always a 
lot of concern out there in the community when we hear 
that the minister is going to bring in a couple of amend- 
ments, even after consultation, so we would encourage her 
to get to us much sooner. 

The Ontario Public School Boards’ Association, the 
Ontario Secondary School Teachers’ Federation and the 
Ontario Public School Teachers’ Federation are all very 
concerned about the process that is used this afternoon. 
Certainly the Liberal opposition critic has already raised 
his concerns. So I think that when we are bringing forth 
amendments, the process is to get them as soon as possible 
so that we can be aware of them. 


We would have preferred, of course, for our own re- 
search staff to have a look at the wording. I am certain that 
the federations would have liked their legal persons to take 
a look at these amendments. But given the good faith in 
which we are trying to operate here this afternoon, we are 
prepared to support them. 

I also heard the minister talk a little earlier about these 
being basic housekeeping amendments, which is true, and 
also that they dealt with our particular concerns. We were 
not aware of the problem, so I think it is more basically the 
teachers’ concerns. The amendments we were concerned 
about were with regard to the child care facilities in exist- 
ing schools, which I think have been discussed at least 
with regard to the minister’s answers today and as far as 
possible. 


I am not certain I understood the second part and the 
freedom-of-information one, which my colleague the 
member for Mississauga South raised as being a concern. 
That was with regard to permission of parents and stu- 
dents, which we hope the minister will take a look at and 
help us in the future with some kind of amendment if we 
all feel that is necessary. We will speak in favour of the 
amendments because I think teachers have a very valid 
point at this time. 
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Hon Mrs Boyd: There was a briefing held for repre- 
sentatives of the Ontario Teachers’ Federation, which in- 
cludes the representatives of all the major federations 
before this bill was introduced. At that time the representa- 
tives of the teachers’ federation were told these amend- 
ments I am proposing were going to have to be made to 
bring the bill into line with the bill that was passed on 20 
December. 

I am distressed at their distress, but we certainly had 
understood they understood that the renumbering of these 
sections followed upon the government amendments made 
to the act—I guess it was Bill 12 and Bill 13—and that this 
would not cause any real concern. That is the nature of 
these amendments and that is all that is intended by these 
amendments. 
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Mrs Cunningham: I hope I have made myself very 
clear that we are not particularly concerned about the in- 
tent of the amendments. We applaud the minister for her 

consultation process, but when we hear the amendmen 
are coming down and we have not seen them, that is what 
we are complaining about. 

The Liberal critic and I have already discussed with th 
minister a process we would like to see in place, but 
think the federations themselves did not receive these 
amendments either. All of us are very concerned about 
having that opportunity to view things in advance. It is our 
responsibility to do that. I am certain we have legal staff 
who can reassure us that what we are voting for on behalf 
of the public we represent is exactly what we expect it to 
be, and appropriate. That is all I am talking about, not the} 
intent of the amendments. 


Mr J. Wilson: I want to pick up on what the ministell 
just said, that the amendment she introduced today is 
building upon the bill that was introduced and passed in 
December. If I recall, that was the bill my caucus col-| 
leagues and I voted against. I certainly voted against it 
because it was the God-awful bill that introduced a 
French-language school board into Simcoe county where 
numbers clearly did not warrant it. I want to put that on the 
record. 

There is consensus in my riding of Simcoe West and i in 
most of Simcoe county that they did not want another 
school board mainly because they felt numbers did not: 
warrant it. Some 4% of students in Simcoe county have 
French as their first language. We agree they should have 
rights. We believe those rights were well covered under the 
existing structure of both the separate and public school 
boards in terms of French-language governance. I just 
want to state clearly that I would not go around saying, at 
least in my part of the province, that the minister is build- 
ing upon the bill that was introduced on 20 December 
because that indeed was a terrible bill. At least many of the 
provisions in there were terrible and should never have 
been passed by this Legislature, in my opinion. 

Section 4, as amended, agreed to. 

Section 5: 


The Second Deputy Chair: Are there comments or 
discussion on sections 5, 6 and 7, to which there do not 
appear to be any amendments? 


Mr J. Wilson: As in the case of the introduction of a 
French-language school board in the county of Simcoe, 
my objection was based on the fact that there was no indi- 
cation from the minister, either in this House or in commit- 
tee, of who would pay for the third school board. Having 
gone through an election where the second issue in my 
riding was school board taxes, school board levies which 
show up in property tax, the people were very much fed up 
with rising property and school board taxes. 

I again ask the minister, under section 5 of today’s bill, 
who is paying for child care facilities in existing schools 
should parents and the local communities demand them? 
The minister, through this bill, has held out the expectation 
because she is going to put child care facilities in new 
schools. 


| 
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| In my riding, if you build a new school and put child 
sare facilities in it, other parents are going to want similar 
facilities in existing schools. If they demand that, I want to 
cnow whether Queen’s Park is going to send the cheque; 
or is Queen’s Park just raising the expectation and going to 
zet all the heat for rising school board taxes that could 
result from having to place child care facilities in existing 
schools? Who is paying for this? 

Hon Mrs Boyd: I have indicated to the member be- 
‘ore that this is to permit school boards to raise taxes to 
zonstruct and renovate child care facilities if they so 
choose. If that is the demand of the constituents, then that 
s a decision they make. By demanding them, those con- 
3tituents of course are going to indicate their willingness to 
gay for them. 

I am not suggesting to the member that we think this is 
the appropriate or best way to do this. We have indicated 
we will be looking at the whole issue of child care and the 
funding of capital and operating costs for child care in the 
province. What we are doing is providing this as a permis- 
sive measure for those boards that have requested it, so 
they can go ahead with the plans they regard as being 
necessary to the wellbeing of their constituents. 

Mr J. Wilson: On that point, the minister has indi- 
cated to the House today that it is the Metropolitan Toronto 
School Board that would like to go ahead and put in the 
child care facilities. Would she not consider exempting all 
other boards until she has consulted with the public and 
with those boards in Simcoe county, for example? 

Hon Mrs Boyd: “Permissive” means that the board 
will have the legislative authority to do this but does not 
have to do this. They are not required to do it. Boards are 
able to accede or not to demands of their constituents in 
many other issues, as they would have to in this. 

Given the hour, I move that the committee rise and 
report progress. 

On motion by Mrs Boyd, the committee reported 
progress. 

1800 
PLANNING STATUTE LAW AMENDMENT ACT, 1990 


Hon Mrs Coppen: I request unanimous consent to 
move a motion with respect to rescinding third reading of 
Bill 25, An Act to amend the Planning Act, 1983 and the 
Land Titles Act. 

Agreed to. 

Mrs Coppen moved that third reading of Bill 25, An 
Act to amend the Planning Act, 1983 and the Land Titles 
Act be rescinded. 

Motion agreed to. 


ROYAL ASSENT 
SANCTION ROYALE 


Hon Mr Alexander: Pray be seated. 

The Speaker: May it please Your Honour, the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the province has, at its present meet- 
ings thereof, passed certain bills to which, in the name and 
on behalf of the said Legislative Assembly, I respectfully 
request Your Honour’s assent. 
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Clerk Assistant and Clerk of Journals: The follow- 
ing are the titles of the bills to which Your Honour’s assent 
is prayed: 

Bill 17, An Act to amend the Law related to the En- 
forcement of Support and Custody Orders; 

Projet de loi 17, Loi portant modification des lois rela- 
tives a l’exécution d’ordonnances alimentaires et de garde 
d’enfants ; 

Bill 40, An Act to amend the Mortgages Act; 

Bill Pr3, An Act to revive Lauramar Holdings Limited; 

Bill Pr24, An Act respecting the Town of Oakville; 

Bill Pr37, An Act respecting Eastern Pentecostal Bible 
College; 

Bill Pr54, An Act respecting the City of North York. 


Clerk of the House: In Her Majesty’s name, His 
Honour the Lieutenant Governor doth assent to these bills. 

Au nom de Sa Majesté, Son Honneur le lieutenant- 
gouverneur sanctionne ces projets de loi. 


The Speaker: May it please Your Honour, we Her 
Majesty’s most dutiful and faithful subjects of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the province of Ontario in session assem- 
bled, approach Your Honour with sentiments of unfeigned 
devotion and loyalty to Her Majesty’s person and govern- 
ment, and humbly beg to present for Your Honour’s accep- 
tance, a bill entitled An Act to authorize the payment of 
certain amounts for the Public Service for the fiscal year 
ending 31 March 1991. 


Clerk of the House: His Honour, the Lieutenant Gov- 
ernor, doth thank Her Majesty’s dutiful and loyal subjects, 
accept their benevolence and assent to this bill in Her 
Majesty’s name. 

Son Honneur le lieutenant-gouverneur remercie les 
bons et loyaux sujets de Sa Majesté, accepte leur bienveil- 
lance et sanctionne ce projet de loi au nom de Sa Majesté. 


His Honour the Lieutenant Governor was pleased to 
retire from the chamber. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 


Hon Mrs Coppen: I would like to advise the House 
of the business for the week of 17 June 1991. 

Monday 17 June: Motion to extend sittings; second 
reading of Bill 115, An Act to amend the Retail Business 
Holidays Act and the Employment Standards Act. 

Tuesday 18 June: Liberal motion of non-confidence. 

Wednesday 19 June: Second reading of Bill 70, An Act 
to amend the Employment Standards Act to provide for an 
Employee Wage Protection Program; second reading of 
Bill 36, An Act to amend certain Acts respecting Assess- 
ment; second reading of Bill 79, An Act to amend the 
Gasoline Tax Act; second reading of Bill 115, An Act to 
amend the Retail Business Holidays Act and the Employ- 
ment Standards Act. 

Thursday 20 June: Government business: Second read- 
ing of Bill 108, the Substitute Decisions Act, 1991; second 
reading of Bill 109, Consent to Treatment Act, 1991; sec- 
ond reading of Bill 110, Consent and Capacity Statute Law 
Amendment Act, 1991; second reading of Bill 115, An Act 
to amend the Retail Business Holidays Act and the Em- 
ployment Standards Act; 
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Private members’ public business: Ballot item 27, a Act with respect to Notice of Termination, standing in the 
resolution respecting government expenditures, standing in name of Mr Dadamo. 
the name of Mr Stockwell; ballot item 28, second reading The House adjourned at 1810. 
of Bill 116, An Act to amend the Employment Standards 


13 JUNE 1991 


1973 


ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBERS 


Lieutenant Governor: Hon Lincoln M. Alexander, PC, QC 
Speaker: Hon David Warner 
Clerk of the Legislative Assembly: Claude L. DesRosiers 


Jlerk Assistant and Clerk of Committees: Smirle Forsyth 


Clerk Assistant and Clerk of Journals: Alex D. McFedries 


Sergeant at Arms: Thomas Stelling 


Name of member 
.bel, Donald 


,kande, Hon Zanana L. 


allen, Hon Richard 


umott, Ted 
seer, Charles 
sisson, Gilles 


soyd, Hon Marion 
sradley, James J. 
srown, Michael A. 


Suchanan, Hon Elmer 
Yallahan, Robert V. 
Daplan, Elinor 

Sarr, Gary 

carter, Hon Jenny 


Sharlton, Hon Brian A. 


*hiarelli, Robert 
*hristopherson, David 
hurley, Hon Marilyn 
leary, John C. 
Jonway, Sean G. 
Sooke, Hon David S. 
Sooper, Mike 
Soppen, Hon Shirley 
Yordiano, Joseph 
Jousens, W. Donald 
Sunningham, Dianne E. 
Curling, Alvin 

Jadamo, George 


Jaigeler, Hans 
Yrainville, Dennis 


Juignan, Noel 


ston, Murray J. 
ives, Ernie L. 
‘arnan, Hon Mike 


‘awcett, Joan M. 
‘erguson, Will 


‘letcher, Derek 


rankford, Robert 
sigantes, Evelyn 
jrandmaitre, Bernard 
srier, Hon Ruth A. 
Jaeck, Christel 


Constituency 


Wentworth North 
St Andrew-St Patrick 
Hamilton West 


Wellington 
York North 
Cochrane South 


London Centre 
St Catharines 
Algoma-Manitoulin 


Hastings-Peterborough 
Brampton South 
Oriole 

Oakville South 
Peterborough 
Hamilton Mountain 
Ottawa West 
Hamilton Centre 
Riverdale 

Cornwall 

Renfrew North 
Windsor-Riverside 
Kitchener-Wilmot 
Niagara South 
Lawrence 
Markham 

London North 
Scarborough North 
Windsor-Sandwich 


Nepean 
Victoria-Haliburton 


Halton North 


Bruce 
Parry Sound 
Cambridge 


Northumberland 
Kitchener 


Guelph 


Scarborough East 
Ottawa Centre 
Ottawa East 
Etobicoke-Lakeshore 
St Catharines-Brock 


Party 
NDP 


Other responsibilities 


Minister of Community and Social Services 
Minister of Colleges and Universities, Minister of 
Skills Development 


Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of Mines and 
to the Minister of Northern Development 
Vice-Chair, standing committee on Ontario 
in Confederation 
Minister of Education 


Vice-Chair, standing committee on general 
government 

Minister of Agriculture and Food 

Chair, standing committee on public accounts 

Chair, standing committee on social development 


Minister of Energy 
Minister of Financial Institutions 


Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of Economics 
Minister of Consumer and Commercial Relations 


Minister of Housing, Minister of Municipal Affairs 


Minister without Portfolio, chief government whip 
Vice-Chair, standing committee on social development 


Chief whip 


Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Transportation 


Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Citizenship 

Chair, standing committee on the Legislative 
Assembly 

Co-Chair, special committee on the parliamentary 
precinct 

House leader 

House leader 

Solicitor General, Minister of Correctional Services, 
minister responsible for the provincial anti-drug 
strategy 


Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Municipal Affairs 

Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations 


Minister of the Environment 
Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Colleges and Universities 


1974 


Name of member 


Hampton, Hon Howard 


Hansen, Ron 


Harnick, Charles 


Harrington, Margaret H. 


Harris, Michael D. 
Haslam, Karen 


Hayes, Pat 


Henderson, D. James 
Hope, Randy R. 


Huget, Bob 
Jackson, Cameron 
Jamison, Norman 
Johnson, Paul R. 


Jordan, Leo 
Klopp, Paul 


Kormos, Peter 
Kwinter, Monte 
Lankin, Hon Frances 
Laughren, Hon Floyd 
Lessard, Wayne 


Mackenzie, Hon Bob 
MacKinnon, Ellen 


Mahoney, Steven W. 
Malkowski, Gary 


Mammoliti, George 


Mancini, Remo 


Marchese, Hon Rosario 


Marland, Margaret 
Martel, Hon Shelley 


Martin, Tony 
Mathyssen, Irene 


McClelland, Carman 
McGuinty, Dalton 
McLean, Allan K. 


McLeod, Lyn 
Miclash, Frank 
Mills, Gordon 
Morin, Gilles E. 


Morrow, Mark 


Murdoch, Bill 
Murdock, Sharon 
Nixon, Robert F. 
North, Hon Peter 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


Constituency 
Rainy River 
Lincoln 


Willowdale 
Niagara Falls 
Nipissing 
Perth 


Essex-Kent 


Etobicoke-Humber 
Chatham-Kent 


Sarnia 


Burlington South 
Norfolk 


Prince Edward-Lennox- 
South Hastings 

Lanark-Renfrew 

Huron 


Welland-Thorold 
Wilson Heights 
Beaches- Woodbine 


Nickel Belt 
Windsor- Walkerville 


Hamilton East 
Lambton 


Mississauga West 
York East 


Yorkview 
Essex South 


Fort York 
Mississauga South 
Sudbury East 


Sault Ste Marie 
Middlesex 


Brampton North 
Ottawa South 
Simcoe East 


Fort William 
Kenora 

Durham East 
Carleton East 


Wentworth East 


Grey 

Sudbury 
Brant-Haldimand 
Elgin 


Other responsibilities 

Attorney General 

Chair, standing committee on regulations and 
private bills 


| 

Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of Housing | 

Leader of the Progressive Conservative Party | 

First Deputy Chair of the Committee of the | 
whole House 

Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Agriculture and Food 


Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Community and Social Services 

Chair, standing committee on resources 
development 

Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of Energy 

Chair, standing committee on estimates 

Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Industry, Trade and Technology 

Parliamentary assistant to the Chair of the 
Management Board of Cabinet 


Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Agriculture and Food | 
Chair, standing committee on resources development 


Minister of Health, Chair of the Management Boar 
of Cabinet . | 
Deputy Premier, Treasurer of Ontario and 
Minister of Economics 
Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Financial Institutions 
Minister of Labour : 
Vice-Chair, standing committee on the Legislative 
Assembly 
Chief whip 
Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Citizenship 
Parliamentary assistant to the minister responsible 
for the provincial anti-drug strategy 
Chair, standing committee on general 
government 
Minister of Culture and Communications 
Vice-Chair, standing committee on estimates 
Minister of Northern Development, 
government House leader 
Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of Educatior 
Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of the 
Environment 


Vice-Chair, standing committee on government 
agencies 


Parliamentary assistant to the Solicitor General 

Deputy Speaker, Chair of the Committee of the 
whole House 

Chair, standing committee on the Ombudsman 

Vice-Chair, standing committee on administration 
of justice 


Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of Labour 
Leader of the Official Opposition 
Minister of Tourism and Recreation 


i! 
| 
| 
Name of member 
Connor, Lawrence 


ffer, Steven 
’Neil, Hugh P. 
Neill, Yvonne 
wens, Stephen 
2rruzza, Anthony 
hilip, Hon Ed 
nillips, Gerry 
ilkey, Hon Allan 
virier, Jean 

oole, Dianne 
ouliot, Hon Gilles 


ae, Hon Bob 
amsay, David 

izzo, Tony 
unciman, Robert W. 


uprecht, Tony 
cott, Ian G. 
ilipo, Tony 


ola, John 

orbara, Gregory S. 
terling, Norman W. 
tockwell, Chris 
ullivan, Barbara 
utherland, Kimble 


warbrick, Hon Anne 
‘ilson, David 

‘urnbull, David 
illeneuve, Noble 


Vard, Brad 


Vard, Margery 


Vark-Martyn, Hon Shelley 


Varner, Hon David 


Vaters, Daniel 


Vessenger, Paul 
Vhite, Drummond 
Vildman, Hon Bud 


Vilson, Hon Fred 
Vilson, Gary 


Vilson, Jim 
Vinninger, David 


Viseman, Jim 


Vitmer, Elizabeth 


Constituency 
Durham- York 


Mississauga North 
Quinte 
Ottawa-Rideau 
Scarborough Centre 
Downsview 
Etobicoke-Rexdale 
Scarborough-Agincourt 
Oshawa 

Prescott and Russell 
Eglinton 

Lake Nipigon 


York South 
Timiskaming 
Oakwood 
Leeds-Grenville 


Parkdale 
St George-St David 
Dovercourt 


Mississauga East 

York Centre 

Carleton 

Etobicoke West 

Halton Centre 

Oxford 

Scarborough West 
Dufferin-Peel 

York Mills 

S-D-G & East Grenville 
Brantford 

Don Mills 

Port Arthur 
Scarborough-Ellesmere 


Muskoka-Georgian Bay 


Simcoe Centre 
Durham Centre 
Algoma 


Frontenac-Addington 
Kingston and The Islands 


Simcoe West 
London South 


Durham West 


Waterloo North 


13 JUNE 1991 


Party 
NDP 


A975 


Other responsibilities 
Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
the Environment 
Vice-Chair, standing committee on regulations and 
private bills 


Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of Revenue 
Minister of Transportation 


Minister of Industry, Trade and Technology 


Vice-Chair, standing committee on public accounts 

Minister of Mines, minister responsible for 
francophone affairs 

Premier, Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs 


Chair, standing committee on government 
agencies 


Chair, select committee on Ontario in 
Confederation 


Vice-Chair, standing committee on finance and 
economic affairs 

Minister without Portfolio responsible for 
women’s issues 


Second Deputy Chair of the Committee of the 
whole House 

Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of Skills 
Development 

Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Government Services 

Minister of Revenue 

Speaker 

Co-Chair, special committee on the parliamentary 
precinct 

Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of Tourism 
and Recreation 

Vice-Chair, standing committee on resources 
development 

Parliamentary assistant to the Attorney General 

Chair, standing committee on administration 
of justice 

Vice-Chair, standing committee on the Ombudsman 

Minister of Natural Resources, minister responsible 
for native affairs 

Minister of Government Services 

Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of Culture 
and Communications 


Parliamentary assistant to the minister responsible 
for native affairs 

Chair, standing committee on finance and 
economic affairs 


1976 LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


Name of member Constituency 
Wood, Len Cochrane North 
Ziemba, Hon Elaine High Park-Swansea 


COMMITTEES OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 


STANDING COMMITTEES 


Administration of justice 

Chair: Drummond White 

Vice-Chair: Mark Morrow 

Members: Gary Carr, Robert Chiarelli, Derek Fletcher, 
Charles Harnick, Irene Mathyssen, Gordon Mills, Jean Poirier, 
Gregory S. Sorbara, Evelyn Gigantes, David Winninger 
Clerk: Lisa Freedman 


Estimates 

Chair: Cameron Jackson 

Vice-Chair: Margaret Marland 

Members: Gary Carr, Hans Daigeler, Will Ferguson, 
Karen Haslam, Paul R. Johnson, Wayne Lessard, Dalton 
McGuinty, Lyn McLeod, Anthony Perruzza, Gary Wilson 
Clerk: Franco Carrozza 


Finance and economic affairs 

Chair: Jim Wiseman 

Vice-Chair: Kimble Sutherland 

Members: David Christopherson, Norman Jamison, Monte 
Kwinter, Gerry Phillips, Norman W. Sterling, Chris Stockwell, 
Barbara Sullivan Brad Ward, Margery Ward 

Clerk: Todd Decker 


General government 

Chair: Remo Mancini 

Vice-Chair: Michael A. Brown 

Members: Donald Abel, Gilles Bisson, Dennis Drainville, 
Noel Duignan, Margaret H. Harrington, George Mammoliti, 
Bill Murdoch, Yvonne O’Neill, Ian G. Scott, David Turnbull 
Clerk: Deborah Deller 


Government agencies 

Chair: Robert W. Runciman 

Vice-Chair: Allan K. McLean 

Members: James J. Bradley, Robert Frankford, Bernard 
Grandmaitre, Karen Haslam, Pat Hayes, Dalton McGuinty, 
Tony Silipo, Chris Stockwell, Daniel Waters, Jim Wiseman 
Clerk: Douglas Arnott 


Legislative Assembly 

Chair: Noel Duignan 

Vice-Chair: Ellen MacKinnon 

Members: Mike Cooper, Robert Frankford, Norman Jamison, 
Margaret Marland, Irene Mathyssen, Carman McClelland, 
Gilles E. Morin, Hugh P. O’Neil, Stephen Owens, Noble 
Villeneuve 

Clerk: Douglas Arnott 


Ombudsman 

Chair: Mark Morrow 

Vice-Chair: Drummond White 

Members: Alvin Curling, Joan M. Fawcett, D. James Henderson, 
Peter Kormos, George Mammoliti, Bill Murdoch, Margery 
Ward, Paul Wessenger, Jim Wilson, Elizabeth Witmer 

Clerk: Franco Carrozza 


Party Other responsibilities 
NDP Parliamentary assistant to the Minister of Natural — 

Resources ' 
NDP Minister of Citizenship, minister responsible for | 


disabled persons, minister responsible for the | 
Ontario Human Rights Commission, minister | 
responsible for race relations, minister 

responsible for senior citizens’ affairs | 


Public accounts 

Chair: Robert V. Callahan 

Vice-Chair: Dianne Poole 

Members: James J. Bradley, Sean G. Conway, Mike Cooper, 
W. Donald Cousens, Christel Haeck, Pat Hayes, Paul R. 
Johnson, Ellen MacKinnon, Lawrence O’Connor, David Tilson 
Clerk: Tannis Manikel 


Regulations and private bills 
Chair: Ron Hansen 
Vice-Chair: Lawrence O’Connor 
Members: Donald Abel, Will Ferguson, Derek Fletcher, | 
Leo Jordan, Ellen MacKinnon, Frank Miclash, Tony Ruprecht, 
John Sola, Kimble Sutherland, Jim Wilson 

Clerk: Todd Decker 


Resources development 

Chair: Peter Kormos 

Vice-Chair: Daniel Waters 

Members: Ted Arnott, John C. Cleary, George Dadamo, Leo 
Jordan, Paul Klopp, Sharon Murdock, 

Steven Offer, David Ramsay, Len Wood 

Clerk: Harold Brown 


Social development 

Chair: Elinor Caplan 

Vice-Chair: Joseph Cordiano 

Members: Charles Beer, Christel Haeck, Randy R. Hope, 
Gary Malkowski, Tony Martin, Lyn McLeod, Stephen Owens, 
Tony Silipo, Jim Wilson, Elizabeth Witmer 


Clerk: Lynn Mellor 


SELECT COMMITTEE 


Ontario in Confederation 

Chair: Tony Silipo 

Vice-Chair: Gilles Bisson 

Members: Alvin Curling, Ernie Eves, Evelyn Gigantes, 
Charles Harnick, Margaret Harrington, Gary Malkowski, Irene 
Mathyssen, Steven Offer, Yvonne O’Neill, David Winninger 


Clerk: Harold Brown 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE 


Parliamentary Precinct 
Co-Chair: David Warner 
Co-Chair: Noel Duignan 


Members: Dianne Cunningham, Remo Mancini, Kimble 
Sutherland 


Clerk: Smirle Forsyth 


Mrs Boyd 


Mr Buchanan 


13 JUNE 1991 1977 
CONTENTS 
Thursday 13 June 1991 
Private members’ public business Responses 
wage treatment, resolutionl16 ............. 1923 ITI G 2 CLI TY Sho i BR eo a ea a se ate ernie 1941 
Mr JONNSON fy. gous sce eps Ge sce ae lees SDE UES 1923 Mr Offer 
BAT OTEOT stn oy, ces a ay ae aes ate Pune Beamer 1924 Occupational health and safety ............. 1941 
Bedied USOT Rem eee teh re ot ct ain Fens die Ss ne A Ra 1925 Mr Offer 
PATH TAIN Vil Cwm ire we cin ue coe ck spines ie ote fie 1927 PLUUCHUONIDONCY Fi ae ances see eyes. 85s BOW 1942 
NARS PSU v1 hare anna aah tat ean A a a 1927 Mr Beer 
BATSUNEALNYSSOT ayy yretaen sisn sos ahr wuaee ‘cn oho BATS 1928 INQUIVE ISSUES? Wot Oy sete tok ets tetee dss +t, MRIS Y 1942 
Mr JOrdan .. o<+<<s.0c0., BORTIAMOS), ROE 7. SBS Te 1928 Mr Harnick 
SUE TTS Ey ga ee en a ee 1929 _ Education policy «. <*.+:6*.-.o%s-.s>.7.5. SUEY 1942 
IWITE RW LLSOD ee We bears. Gesu can edie ee 1929 Mrs Cunningham 
Ba PErousOn me geeas. se cani ghouls <a tay wane 1929 Occupational health and safety ............. 1943 
Nite ONDSON merece etn ake he eee chis cee 1929 Mr Tilson 
PAPO CUNO ee 2008, 88. Renee eee ee ne eee dns fel 
meal services, resolution 1S... 2... ae eet 1930 Oral questions 
ENG Ta 5 ge a, a a PP 1930 
Bars Marland Si si420 6 9 es Gap) Ee 1931 Conduct of cabinet ministers .............. 1944 
BACAWINOINZED Vo ec Ses ech cs ge 1932 Mr Nixon 
Set a ee ere 1933 Mr Rae 
ETD MLSONE Ah cu cy se watts a elit ae hy evga aes 1933 ‘Taxation meeatmene shee. a 4 oe es, 6 oc a ena 1945 
SOY Oe a Se er rea ar ee 1934 Mr Nixon 
ESOL MRR eR Ooo acces ie ie Geos ie mee eg ag oes 1935 Mr Rae 
“MPEST GT SP VEU TEV 9 Mle a alta a ara art Ar 1935 Land use:planning -2.5.<. 025.4. sot tests acne rors BOOED 1946 
BL ODC Meas eas he sons te ee sl eee ee 1936 Mr Harnick 
Mr McClelland o +... 2.6c+. eesti ts 8.4. EY 1936 Mr Cooke 
ATOLL me Ree Sam. cenie Sie gd AIS US My. Gas ak 1937 Hockey franchise «. +. <.-.s:0.0e.c4.0.-. 0.0 AORTA 1946 
IAQTCCO 10) 5... peed abet Bose ss es 1937 Mr Sterling 
Mr Rae 
Members’ statements Education program evaluation ............. 1948 
: Mr Beer 
meoynefamily. .. cited. eviseisigel odie cootiin 1938 Mrs Boyd 
| Mr Bradley CAT Scanners us ree eee aie ci ae! we 1948 
MCATC Bees i, ig he tee lg seo te 1938 MrEtes 
. Mr Turnbull Meteaniin 
lagara-on-the-Lake ..... 1... 2... +0005. 1938 International trade... .. 2... eee ew tes 1949 
_Ms Haeck Mr Duignan 
BOL SOTVICES ook anon ath tra neanteieens"t uses TED + 1938 MPRinchece 
Mr McClelland Long-t 1949 
, Peterii CALC ee we er fe a a 
ais Thompson .. ...... af} ial-a5 tasoers neon: 1939 Mrs'Meleod 
Mr Carr 
meor Citizens’ Month ........ +... + + » »scvtehe 1939 We nes 
Mrs MacKinnon ; ae 
miner Ontario . . sieges cutionee. «2... 2 6 ss 1939 Sp eerieee MART DMEE Oy pa ge i by Ne) ie 
Mr Miclash Ree 
‘ t Cooke 
eeruse planning ».°. Sate ae SKIISCERINING Some ft hs ot cries ging Gia ee ws 1950 
Mr B. Murdoch Virco: 
BUREICCUIETIN MISTI petty cee ioe, ae eee ees see Geer oe 1939 Std a 
Mr Mammoliti en 
Hospital financing =). 3 3 2054 ts wd a 1951 
a Mr Phillips 
Statements by the ministry Manni 
RUS ASSUCS PER IE cP kine hicks Hust outa ae oa 1940 Land registration aes cscs eee ase hse 1952 
Mr Wildman Mr Villeneuve 
ccupational health and safety .........-... 1940 Ms Churley 
Mr Mackenzie Agricultural land. eager aie ees cous eee es 1952 
eration DOUCY 2 cae ais he eh fae) es 1941 Mr Silipo 


1978 LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


First readings 


Education Statute Law Amendment Act, 


1991 Bil 25 tre ee ee eo te 1952 
Mrs Boyd 
ARTCCOMO Dios scteu yaaa tesa ferserce oni my Seren 1952 


Electronic Registration Act (Ministry of Consumer and 
Commercial Relations Statutes), 1991, Bill 126 . . 1953 
Ms Churley 
Agreed tO ic fais. Soke 0 2 ee a 1953 


Committee of the whole House 


Committee of the whole House 


Education Amendment Act (Miscellaneous), 


1990, Bill 0g ee ee 1966) 
MiP Béer ciclo mw canis “miteiciew iacecunatta ee 1966 
Mrs Boyd. Sactgtg fates ony Basle os ee ene nee 1966) 
Mr J. Wilsongrahacen Sef Stig Tooele, Ree ae 1967) 
Mrs Cunningham’ ))) 7.2.) OS eee eee 1968) 
Mr Ruprecht coir sey cee terete ete tote RO 1968) 
PYOBress TEpOlted a. se, tats tose Sch. a 1971) 


Royal assent 


Mortgages Amendment Act, 1990, Bil40 ....... 1953 
Mr Harnitkel 27.060). 6 3.625 fect ce elon a) ee 1953 
MriSorbaran 29028... <0 als «oe 9 6a eee 1953 His Honour the Lieutenant Governor ........... 1971) 
Mr Hampton. 00/5). \. Pein AA8t 2, Se gaat 1954 
Mr Tilson? . 8S" ey ee Re i ee ae 1957 ; 
Progress réported ©)? “aioe We wets tate: 1959 UMan BESS 
Third reading Conduct of cabinet ministers .............. 1943 
M brick | 
Mortgages Amendment Act, 1990, Bill40....... 1960 -s ihe ah | 
Mit Amt a or ase sh en Ge gs a sear aa 1960 is ; a 
APIO (0 Linen meter Prete wet eg eee 1960 Mr Nixon | 
Mr Eves | 
Second reading Planning Statute Law Amendment Act, 1990, Bill 25 . 1971 
Education Amendment Act (Miscellaneous), Mis Sefelee : | 
1990. sBill.20. 470) ee ee eee 1960 Third reading rescinded) 3.04.0 2. 96 eee 1971 
MiRéér adidas So ee 1960 Business ofthe House ................4.- 1971 
Mr Harnick: jna.ccntcona, peat en cenit 1961 Mrs Coppen 
Mr Tilson ‘ecitipy.. dosnt. he Sein: fs Rhee? 1961 Adjournments25.... 2000 Silos... + Seals 1972 
MrJa Wilson) Set. Mareen on... nabiseral-ve 1961 
MrseBOydenee a sat as x 6 eS ay Ss eee ae 1963 : 
MrcRuorechtt is oro) tone on oe & Se ee en 1963 ete et 
Mis Marland): 1. + geet acte mcemconeeen aan te 1964 
Mrs Wildinall0 aici eed hak ee eae 1964 Members and their responsibilities ........... 197% 
AASTOGd [Oss ge sects se co ces ashe oes eee a 1966 Committees of the Legislative Assembly ........ 1976 
TABLE DES MATIERES 


Le jeudi 13 juin 1991 


Premiére lecture 


Loi de 1991 modifiant des lois en ce qui concerne 


education, projetide l0is)25 0 arc ae eee 1952 
M™ Boyd 
PAODICE! os by ohana te laa) eter: atairaae tea eae ar aes 1952 


Loi de 1991 sur l’enregistrement électronique dans le cadre 
de lois relevant du ministére de la Consommation et du 


Commerce, projet de loi 126 ..... .-.°2asaeiees 1953 
M”™* Churley 
Adoptées ih. .tut. steels a 1953 


Sanction royale 


Son Honneur le lieutenant-gouverneur .......... 1971 


jist slative pasar Assembles tar 
ante lo. ‘€evyon ] 

os ; 

ne Paria! Prevuore 26 

a - 


. 


ial Report Jc RAT Tic 


< 4LEL 


A? June 1901 ; ei 


—- 


ir ht SY OF ONTARIO 


Cammities of the whole Hows 

Tolicutiun Agreparment Act (Asellanedug) 

17h, 1 ; a 

Mu fees 

dy, Mary 

Mrs. Vie 

Bf et wal 
wat Sp eary 


“eae (F4 J 


Part e® Magee 


t Fock, 


ie 


er 


na POY 200 


3A 1991 


egislative Assembly 
f Ontario 


irst Session, 35th Parliament 


dfficial Report 
f Debates 
Hansard) 


londay 17 June 1991 


peaker 
Onourable David Warner 


Jerk 
Jaude L. DesRosiers 


ublished by the Legislative Assembly of Ontario 


ditor of Debates: Don Cameron 


ih 


Nam? 
Ontario 


ISSN 1180-2987 


@ & 


48A 1991 


Assemblée législative 
de I’Ontario 


Premiére session, 35° législature 


Journal — 
des débats 
(Hansard) 


Le lundi 17 juin 1991 


TVS 
im oN 


tl 7 JUN 201991 


Président 
L’honorable David Warner 


Greffier 
Claude L. DesRosiers 


Publié par | Assemblée législative de l'Ontario 


Editeur des débats : Don Cameron 


Table of Contents 


Table of Contents for proceedings reported in this issue 
appears at the back, together with an alphabetical list of 
members of the Legislative Assembly of Ontario. 

Reference to a cumulative index of previous issues 
may be obtained by calling the Hansard Reporting 
Service indexing staff at (416) 325-7400. 


Languages in Hansard 


Hansard reports all debates in English or French as 
spoken by the participants. It does not translate remarks 
made in either language. Headings and tables of contents 
reflect language use. 


Subscriptions 


Subscription information may be obtained from: Sessional 
Subscription Service, Publications Ontario, Ministry of 
Government Services, 5th Floor, 880 Bay Street, Toronto, 
Ontario, M7A 1N8. Phone (416) 326-5310, 326-5311 or 
toll-free 1 (800) 668-9938. 


Table des matiéres 


La table des matiéres des séances rapportées dans ci 
numéro se trouve 4a |’arriére de ce fascicule, ainsi qu’un 
liste alphabétique de députés de l’ Assemblée législative d 
Ontario. 

I] existe un index cumulatif des numéros précédents. Le 
renseignements qu’il contient sont a votre disposition pa 
téléphone auprés des employés de |’index du Journal de. 
débats au (416) 325-7400. 


Langues paraissant dans le Journal des débats 


Le Journal des débats rapporte en anglais ou en frangai 
les débats, selon la langue utilisée par les participants. Le 
remarques faites en l’une ou |’autre langue ne sont pa 
traduites. La langue des en-tétes et de la table des matiére 
refléte la langue utilisée. | 


Abonnements 
Pour les abonnements, veuillez prendre contact avec | 
Service d’abonnement parlementaire, Publications Ontaric 
ministére des Services gouvernementaux, sk étage, 880, ru 
Bay, Toronto (Ontario) M7A 1N8. Par téléphone : (416 
326-5310, 326-5311 ou, sans frais : 1 (800) 668-9938. 


Hansard Reporting Service, 481 Legislative Building, Toronto Ontario, M7A 1A2_ Phone: (416) 325-7400 Fax: (416) pear 
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Monday 17 June 1991 


The House met at 1330. 
Prayers. 


MEMBERS’ EXPENDITURES 


The Speaker: I beg to inform the House I have today 
id upon the table the individual members’ expenditures 
rt the fiscal year 1990-91. The members will find a copy 
aced in their desks in the chamber. 


REPORT, CONFLICT OF INTEREST COMMISSION 


The Speaker: I also beg to inform the House I have 
day laid upon the table the second annual report of the 
ommission on Conflict of Interest for the period 1 Janu- 
y 1991 to 31 March 1991. 


MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 


PROTECTION OF IN-CARE RESIDENTS 


Mrs McLeod: In January 1991, the Minister of Com- 
unity and Social Services accepted a report of a review 
- safeguards in children’s residential programs under- 
ken by Joanne Campbell. The report recommended ac- 
ons to enhance the wellbeing of young people in 
sidential facilities licensed by her ministry and the Min- 
try of Correctional Services. This report was commis- 
oned by the Liberal government as a partial response to 
legations of abuse made by former residents of St 
seph’s and St John’s training schools. 

This weekend, new allegations were made by former 
sidents of Grandview Training School for Girls in Cam- 
idge. Women now in their mid-30s say that as residents 
' Grandview in the mid-1970s they were victims of phys- 
al and sexual abuse and assault by guards at the facility. 

We are all concerned to determine the best way to 
event incidents such as this from occurring, but there are 
early some steps that this government must immediately 
ke to improve the safety and security of young people in 
Sidential facilities. Joanne Campbell has provided us 
ith a blueprint; it is now the responsibility of this govern- 
ent to implement her recommendations. 

The Minister of Community and Social Services, in her 
Sponse to the Campbell report, had one major omission: 
failed to address the split jurisdiction over young offend- 
s between the ministries of Community and Social Ser- 
ces and Correctional Services. Recommendation 29 of 
e Campbell report, that the split jurisdiction be reviewed 
ith a view to consolidating responsibility under one min- 
try, should be acted on immediately. 


CANADIAN LIVER FOUNDATION 


Mr B. Murdoch: I would like to advise members that 
have three visitors today in the gallery. I would like the 
embers of the House to welcome Rachel Whittaker, Al- 
<andra Eadie and Michael Riewald, who were good 
10ugh to pay the Canadian Liver Foundation for my ser- 
ices as luncheon host and tour guide. 
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On 21 May the foundation had an auction to raise 
money for research and education into all diseases of the 
liver. I was proud to participate as this organization means 
a great deal to the two million, or 1 in 12 Canadians, who 
suffer from some sort of liver or liver-related disease. The 
foundation, which was established in 1969, donates grants 
for research, training and scholarship. As well it has set up 
education programs to inform the public and to encourage 
prevention of liver diseases. It holds workshops to bring 
together experts to promote the development of higher lev- 
els of applied research and patient care. It also helps fund 
the liver pathology research centre, located at the Toronto 
General Hospital, which assists with the diagnosis of liver 
biopsies and the study of liver pathology. 

I was honoured to be asked to assist this worthy cause. 
I have thoroughly enjoyed myself while helping those in 
need and I would encourage other members to do the 
same. 


CONFLICT OF INTEREST 


Mr Ferguson: I want to applaud the Premier’s deci- 
sion to keep the Minister without Portfolio responsible for 
women’s issues and the Minister of Northern Development 
in the Ontario cabinet. Accepting their resignations will 
not serve any useful purpose. 

The two ministers admit they broke the Premier’s con- 
flict-of-interest guidelines, but that is not the only issue 
here. Violence against women and children is everywhere. 
For years victims have gone unheard. People suffered si- 
lently and the abuse continued. For years activists like the 
minister responsible for women’s issues and the Minister 
of Northern Development have fought to give these people 
a voice and today they are speaking out against this injustice. 

Clearly errors of judgement were made by the minis- 
ters but they acted from a deeply-felt concern for the wel- 
fare of women and children. They did not act for personal 
gain or profit and they were willing to resign for their 
actions. Their errors did not warrant the loss of job. The 
Premier’s decision is the right decision. 

In opposition this party fought for pay equity, more 
women’s shelters and better programs to combat sexual 
assault. As a government, these two individuals have de- 
fended women’s interests and are giving real substance to 
these goals. The record number of women in our cabinet 
also demonstrates the commitment of the NDP to equality 
for women in Ontario. Ontario cannot afford to lose the 
dedication or the energy or the compassion of the minister 
responsible for women’s issues or the Minister of Northern 
Development. 


UNEMPLOYMENT 


Mr Offer: I would like to comment on the continuing 
failure of the NDP government to tackle the issue of job 
loss in Ontario. On Friday, Stillmeadow Farms chicken 
processing plants closed in Elora, throwing another 150 
people out of work and into this recession. 
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The latest Statistics Canada report indicates that while 
Canada is starting to pull out of the recession, Ontario is 
being left behind. Across Canada there were 31,000 fewer 
jobless in May while in Ontario there were 12,000 more in 
the first month after the NDP budget. The NDP attempt to 
spend its way out of the recession witha $10-billion deficit 
has backfired and in fact Ontario is spending its way back 
into a recession. 

What is the Premier’s answer to the loss of jobs that is 
devastating the province? More punitive ill-conceived pol- 
icies and an attitude which best displayed itself in an inter- 
view with Emilia Casella of the Hamilton Spectator. The 
Premier was asked, “Are you optimistic you can bring 
some of those jobs back?” The Premier replied, “The ques- 
tion there really is, what more can we do to give:a sense of 
pride and a sense of patriotism to industry?” 

Jobs are leaving the province because of the NDP poli- 
cies of heavy debt, heavy taxes and heavy-handedness. But 
the Premier seems to think it is because industry is not 
patriotic enough. How many jobs does the Premier plan on 
creating with this new sense of pride and patriotism? Or is 
the question, how many more jobs can the province afford 
to lose as a result of the Premier’s policies? 


MISS VICKIE’S POTATO CHIPS 

Mr J. Wilson: I rise to inform the House of yet more 
steps the NDP government is taking to drive jobs out of 
the province. Last week, this government refused Miss 
Vickie’s potato chips the right to buy Ontario potatoes. 
Miss Vickie’s is a popular Ontario company that has be- 
come so successful that it has plants in Quebec and British 
Columbia. In my riding of Simcoe West, Miss Vickie’s 
employs some 100 people and uses over six million 
pounds of potatoes annually. 

The NDP government now says that Miss Vickie’s will 
no longer buy Ontario potatoes but must import from Flor- 
ida and the Carolinas. Ironically, Vickie’s plant in Quebec 
can purchase all the Ontario potatoes it wants, but here in 
NDP Ontario Vickie Kerr is breaking the law if she buys 
potatoes grown by her own husband. 

Bureaucracy and red tape have reached unbelievable 
levels here in Ontario. The previous government and now 
the NDP have created rules that can only be met by multi- 
national processors. Smaller processors such as Miss 
Vickie’s and Randy Guzar in Hamilton are being forced 
out of business by this government’s policies. 

As a resident of Ontario, Vickie Kerr wants to buy 
Ontario potatoes whenever possible. An inflexible govern- 
ment bureaucracy will not let her. One hundred jobs and a 
successful business in Simcoe county are at stake. It is 
time for the government to take some overdue steps to 
allow Miss Vickie’s to buy Ontario. 
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PELHAM HISTORICAL SOCIETY 


Mr Hansen: I would like to inform the House that the 
Pelham Historical Society Resource Centre in Lincoln ri- 
ding, located at 495 Canboro Road in Fenwick, is open to 
the public this summer, weekdays from 1 to 4 pm. 

Members of the public are encouraged to take advan- 
tage of this valuable source of local history. Materials include 


municipal records, maps, photographs and artefacts. Many 
people enjoy using the fairly extensive geographical file in 
order to trace the history of their ancestors in Pelham. The 
society also invites the public to come in and see its ex- 
hibit of a working telephone switchboard from 1900. 

The society has acquired letters written by Henry Giles 
who came to Fonthill in 1840. One letter even suggests 
that it was Giles himself who proposed the name Fonthill, 
Thanks to the generous donation of Leo Giles, these letters 
will be published by the society and visitors to the resource 
centre will be able to get an accurate account of what it 
would be like to live in Pelham in the early 1900s. | 


In addition to the resource centre, I would suggest that 
visitors take the opportunity to visit our local wineries 
which are second to none in the world. There are many 
attractions in the area, including the Jordan Historical Mu- 
seum, which offers the opportunity to step back into the 
past and experience a bit of history. The many attractions, 
coupled with the natural beauty of the Niagara Escarp- 
ment, provide for a wonderin! experience in our area of 
Lincoln. 


TOURISM INDUSTRY 


Mr H. O’Neil: The warm weather is now upon us as 
we enter the beginning of Ontario’s busiest tourist season. 
This should be a prosperous time for our tourist operators 
who look forward to receiving visitors from all over the 
world who come to see what Ontario has to offer in the 
way of its vast park system, clean lakes and rivers and our 
cosmopolitan cities and small towns. 


Tourist operators in Ontario, however, are suffering 
from a government that seems determined to put them o 
of business. This year’s NDP budget only brought tax 
hikes on alcohol, gasoline, cigarettes and small businesses. 
These tax hikes only serve to reduce the competitiveness 
of our tourist operators. The budget did not address the 
concerns of our border communities whose hotels, ae 
rants and retailers are losing business at an unprecedente 
rate to the United States. 4 


The new Sunday shopping legislation has also adde 
another level of bureaucracy and cumbersome criteria that 
tourist operators have to meet in order to be able to ope 
on Sundays. Last week, during the budget hearings that we 
held around the province, I was told by one of the large 
tourist operators that his business from the United States 
has dropped from approximately 47% down to 3%. 


There is still time for the Minister of Tourism and Rec- 
reation to get after the Premier and the Treasurer and to 
jump-start that tourism business and bring some of these 
people in from the United States to a business that needs 
help. 


SEXUAL ABUSE 


Mr Eves: A number of weeks ago I made a statemen| 
in the Legislature commending the College of Physicians 
and Surgeons of Ontario for unanimously endorsing the 
recommendations of the task force report which pro: 
claimed an absolute intolerance for sexual abuse of par 
tients by doctors. 
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Most important was the recommendation that stated 
- college adopt the philosophy of zero tolerance of sex- 
| abuse by doctors and then change many college proce- 
res and policies to be more effective and sensitive to 
ch abuse. I have also previously stated that the recom- 
sndation that changes in the legal and legislative systems 
correct the bias against sexual abuse victims be adopted. 

This afternoon I will be introducing a private 
-mber’s bill that will address this very issue. As the col- 
re recommended in its report, I am today introducing 
vendments to the Health Disciplines Act to provide that 
lere a member is guilty of professional misconduct con- 
tuting sexual abuse, the act be changed to empower the 
cipline committee to (a) revoke the licence of the mem- 
r and withdraw any recognition of specialist status; (b) 
yhibit reapplication for a licence, and (c) impose a fine. 

I think it is about time we moved in this very important 
“a. 


MARION McGEE 


Mr Fletcher: Today I would like to recognize Marion 
cGee, one of my Guelph constituents. Marion has won 
- International Single Parent of the Year award. This 
ard is given by the organization Parents Without Part- 
rs. It recognizes individuals like Marion who have ex- 
lled in their involvement with their families, 
mmunities and professional life. 

Marion, who is seated in the members’ gallery, was 
osen for this honour from parents across Canada and the 
lited States. She has long been recognized in Guelph for 
[ activities. She has raised two children, taught elemen- 
y school for 23 years and has worked tirelessly for a 
mber of organizations. She is past-president of the Wel- 
gton County Women Teacher’s Association and she has 
0 served on a number of committees and boards, includ- 
x the University of Guelph Alumni Association and Har- 
urt Memorial United Church. 

I first met Marion on the opposite side of a bargaining 
le. After serving as a negotiator for my own union and 
labour council president, I found myself sitting as a 
1001 board trustee and negotiating against Marion, who 
is representing her fellow teachers. I learned to admire 
t fair and evenhanded approach to things and we be- 
me friends. In fact, I thank Marion, who is a member of 
fr provincial riding association, for nominating me to run 
the last election. 

Marion has many friends and colleagues who know her 
be a dedicated and also warm and caring person who is 
Vays ready to do more than her fair share and who rarely 
S a negative word to say. Marion has finished a year’s 
Ibatical and she becomes a teacher again in September 
Brant Avenue Public School. 

I extend congratulations to Marion for the recognition 
> has won. It is well deserved and long overdue. 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 


EMPLOYMENT EQUITY 
EQUITE D’EMPLOI 


Hon Ms Lankin: This government is committed to 
full equality in the workplace. We are also committed to 
making the Ontario public service a model workplace, one 
where there is fairness, access and full participation for all 
employees. 


Yet today there are groups of people in this province 
who are under-represented in the OPS as a whole and 
within certain job categories as a result of barriers in re- 
cruitment, training and promotion. These groups are ab- 
original people, francophones, persons with disabilities, 
racial minorities and women. 

We have listened to the concerns of these groups. Their 
criticisms are borne out by the results of the employment 
equity program to date. Aboriginal peoples and persons 
with disabilities are seriously under-represented in the 
ranks of the OPS; francophones still encounter workplace 
discrimination; racial minorities are still scarce in execu- 
tive ranks, while women remain Clustered in lower paying 
occupations. 


These people have made little headway in the OPS 
despite the fact that an employment equity program has 
been in place since 1987. This is because several key com- 
ponents and the funding necessary to achieve employment 
equity were missing. 

We will dedicate $10.9 million this year to accelerate 
the employment equity program for the Ontario public ser- 
vice. This will allow us to (1) supply resources and support 
mechanisms to ministries to ensure policies are imple- 
mented; (2) introduce accountability measures for achiev- 
ing results, and (3) receive direct input from those most 
affected, both inside the OPS and outside it. 


As part of this activity two major programs will be 
announced in detail later this year. Workplace discrimina- 
tion and harassment prevention, as well as accommodation 
in employment for persons with disabilities are important 
vehicles for securing barrier-free working environments. 

To identify barriers to employment equity and reform 
hiring and promotion practices, each ministry will be re- 
quired to involve its employees in a review of its employ- 
ment systems. 

Guidelines are being drawn up that will clarify when 
direct intervention in hiring and promotion is necessary. 


Nous serons ainsi en mesure'd’atteindre les objectifs de 
l’équité d’emploi. Ceci est particuli¢rement important pour 
nous permettre de réaliser des changements importants au 
niveau des cadres supérieurs de la fonction publique de 
Ontario. 


Nous aiderons les chefs de service et le personnel de la 
fonction publique a promouvoir et a réaliser l’équité d’em- 
ploi en élargissant les programmes de sensibilisation et de 
formation dans ce domaine. La formation sera de nature 
pratique et particuliére, et elle visera principalement a mo- 
difier les pratiques qui auront été identifiées dans le cadre 
de l’examen des politiques d’embauche. 
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In addition, to ensure the success of these measures, 
we are Clearly defining management and ministry account- 
ability. Employment equity principles will be built into all 
management decisions, and managers will be responsible 
for achieving employment equity results. We will openly 
report all the results. 

In the summer of 1992 we will issue the first public 
report on the Ontario public service employment equity 
program. It will document the progress of the program, 
both centrally and by ministry. The public will be able to 
monitor and measure our success. 

To get the job done, we need the help and knowledge 
of many others. Work has been done with the Ontario 
Public Service Employees Union and OPS employees 
from the designated groups. We are making a commitment 
to strengthen these ties and are forging partnerships that 
will provide us with the insight and feedback we need to 
make the program successful. These partnerships will in- 
clude external community organizations representing the 
interests of the designated groups. 

The OPS, as an employer of 90,000, has an obligation 
to lead the way in employment equity policies and pro- 
grams. The government intends employment equity to ex- 
tend to the private sector. As members know, my colleague 
the Minister of Citizenship will be bringing forward—after 
consultation—legislation for all sectors in the province. 

Our experience and expertise will serve as a role model 
and resource for other employers. For example, we can 
share the outreach recruitment directory, employee track- 
ing systems and processes for undertaking employment 
systems reviews. 

We believe employment equity is not just a matter of 
social justice, but one of good business. If Ontario is to 
remain competitive, it cannot afford to exclude or un- 
derutilize segments of its labour force. 

By embracing these measures, the government of On- 
tario is investing in this province’s greatest resource, its 
people. 


SKILLS TRAINING 


Hon Mrs Boyd: I am pleased to announce details 
about funding of $10.5 million for programs to assist laid- 
off workers to upgrade their basic skills. This funding is 
part of the $25 million that was previously announced by 
my colleague the Minister of Labour and is in addition to 
the Ontario basic skills funds announced last week. 

It is important to look beyond recessionary times. We 
must be creative in helping workers to plan for new jobs. 
We must foster a society in which economic change sig- 
nals new opportunities for people and their communities. 

This funding is intended to enhance existing ministry 
programs in providing services to workers in areas where 
there have been plant closures and layoffs. There are four 
program areas which will receive additional funding to 
assist laid-off workers. 

First, $4.4 million will be provided to adult basic edu- 
cation programs. These programs improve workers’ 
chances of finding jobs or preparing for further education 
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or skills training by providing basic skills training throug 
local school boards. 

Second, literacy and basic skills training programs will 
receive $4.8 million. This training is provided by colleges 
of applied arts and technology and local community 
groups. Training assists workers to upgrade communica. 
tion, reading, writing, basic numeracy, science and basi 
computer skills. 

Third, counselling and vocational assessment services 
will receive $1 million. These services are available for the 
15-to-24-year-old age group through the youth employ. 
ment counselling centres. 

Fourth, the independent learning centre will receive 
$0.3 million. The centre offers distance education courses 
for adults who want to upgrade their basic skills and ome tc 
complete high school. 

Workers will receive information about these program: 
through their local labour adjustment committees. Labou 
adjustment committees have been set up in firms facec 
with layoff or closure. These committees consist of repre: 
sentatives from labour, management and government 
They are responsible for ensuring that laid-off workers re 
ceive the vocational counselling and access to academi 
upgrading they need to help them find new jobs. 

Our goal is to ensure that the people of the province 
have the education and training necessary to maintain thei 
standard and quality of life. I am pleased to be.a part of the 
government’s comprehensive plan to assist laid-off workers, 


ELLIOT LAKE ASSISTANCE 


PROGRAMME D’AIDE 

POUR LA REGION D’ELLIOT LAKE 

Hon Miss Martel: For some time I have told thi 
House that Ontario Hydro has a clear obligation to Ellio 
Lake and the communities of the North Shore. After con 
sultation with the provincial government, Hydro has deliv 
ered on its promise. | 
This morning my colleague the Minister of Natural ani 
minister Resources responsible for native affairs; Mar 
Eliesen, chair of Ontario Hydro, and myself were in Ellio 
Lake. I am pleased to say that we were joined by th 
member for Algoma-Manitoulin and the federal membe 
of Parliament for Algoma. On behalf of the government 
announced a comprehensive adjustment and diversifica 
tion package for Elliot Lake and area communities. | 
For years the Elliot Lake area has been dependent on 
single resource—uranium—and that dependence has led ti 
the kind of economic instability which is all too commoi 
in northern Ontario. During the last number of months ii 
particular, residents of Elliot Lake and the North Shor 
have experienced even more uncertainty regarding thei 
future while negotiations with Denison, Rio Algom ani 
Hydro were under way. | 
Le gouvernement est parfaitement conscient des diffi 
cultés qu’ont causées ces mois d’incertitude. Malheureuse 
ment, nous avons di attendre la fin des négociation 
confidentielles entre Ontario Hydro et les compagnie 
d’exploitation d’uranium pour établir les détails de notr 
programme d’aide. 
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En tant que dernier acheteur de l’uranium extrait des 
iines d’Elliot Lake, et compte tenu de son réle important 
ans la croissance et le développement économique des 
ollectivités miniéres de la région, Ontario Hydro doit as- 
umer les responsabilités qui lui sont propres a l’égard des 
ollectivités de la rive nord. Hydro aidera cette région a 
adapter aux nouveaux liens contractuels qui existent en- 
re elle et les compagnies miniéres de l’endroit, Denison 
Aines et Rio Algom Ltd. 

I have said in this House before, and I would like to 
epeat it again, that a renewal of the Elliot Lake uranium 
ontracts would force Ontario Hydro to pay a premium of 
bout $1.4 billion over the next decade. That is the equiva- 
ent of a subsidy of about $113,000 per year for every 
nining job. The province felt that this expenditure could 
\ot continue. 

Therefore, in consultation with the provincial govern- 
nent, Ontario Hydro is winding down its extremely ex- 
yensive Elliot Lake contracts. This was a tough decision, 
ut one which makes good sense for the province’s elec- 
ticity ratepayers. It also makes good sense for the long- 
erm viability of North Shore communities. Hydro will 
ielp fund their transition from a precarious dependence on 
lranium to a more diverse and dynamic economy. 

I am pleased to announce the creation of a $250-mil- 
ion adjustment and diversification package targeted to that 
al. 

Le programme économique que nous avons présenté ce 
natin a Elliot Lake est le fruit de la collaboration des 
ninistéres du Développement du Nord et des Mines, de 
’Energie et des Richesses naturelles et d’ Ontario Hydro en 
onsultation avec les collectivités de la rive nord, dont 
slliot Lake, Blind River, la premiére nation Serpent River 
\insi que les cantons de Shedden et de North Shore. 

In order to meet community needs for short-term ad- 
ustment and long-term diversification, Ontario Hydro will 
ontribute $65 million to the Northern Ontario Heritage 
sund Corp. This money will be held in trust for North 
Shore communities. The heritage fund, of which I am 
*hair, will oversee the allocation of these funds. 

I would like to point out that a portion of this funding 
1as already been allocated; $9.6 million will be set aside 
or short-term job creation. These jobs are directed at min- 
rs laid off last fall. . 

Another $8 million to $10 million will be used to re- 
juce the municipal debts of Elliot Lake and Blind River. 
[This will give these communities the fiscal stability they 
iced to take advantage of future development opportunities. 

After consultation with regional representatives, the re- 
naining funds have been directed to a number of impor- 
ant initiatives which include (1) a major business 
Jevelopment fund to help stabilize and expand local busi- 
lesses and attract new ones; (2) support for essential com- 
nunity services and social programs, and (3) assistance to 
»ffset municipal costs that may arise as communities make 
he transition away from uranium dependence. 

Les collectivités de la rive nord nous ont indiqué clai- 
ement qu’elles avaient besoin de temps pour s’adapter a 
ous ces changements. Elles ont besoin d’emplois sirs 


dans le secteur minier pendant qu’elles diversifient leur 
économie et créent de nouveaux emplois. 

We have listened to the communities and responded. 
Ontario Hydro will continue to purchase uranium from Rio 
Algom until 1996. The revised contract with Rio Algom, 
finished just last week, will create approximately 75 new 
jobs. That means there will be up to nearly 600 mining 
jobs at the Stanleigh mine for almost six years. This will 
give the North Shore the breathing space that it requires to 
diversify. This new agreement will cost Ontario Hydro an 
estimated $160 million in premiums over and above cur- 
rent market prices. 
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Our provincial utility has also earmarked $25 million 
for a number of energy initiatives in Elliot Lake and area. 
These include a local energy efficiency program, develop- 
ing co-generation potential and accelerating consultation 
and environmental planning with a view to development of 
hydraulic potential in the Patten Post area on the 
Mississagi River. After consultation with the province, 
Hydro has also agreed to accelerate its discussions with 
first nations and other local groups about the planning pro- 
cess that could lead to this development in the Patten Post 
area. The development of hydraulic potential in this area 
could involve $300 million or more in additional economic 
activity in the region. Ideally, construction could begin in 
1994 pending completion, review and approval of an envi- 
ronmental assessment. 

Discussions with affected aboriginal communities will 
be carried out within the political framework .of the 
government’s new statement of political relationship with 
the first nations. 

Avant que ne soit décidée la réalisation de ce projet, 
Ontario, Hydro et le gouvernement se sont engagés a pren- 
dre l’avis des autochtones concernés. Toutes les questions 
seront analysées et résolues a la lumiére des retombées 
éventuelles de ce projet. 

J’aimerais aborder briévement le processus de consult- 
ation qui nous a permis d’offrir 1’ensemble de mesures 
d’aide auquel je faisais allusion plus tot. Au début d’avril, 
le groupe de travail d’Elliot Lake et des environs a été 
créé. Ce comité est formé de représentants des collectivités 
locales concernées, des premiéres nations, des Métallur- 
gistes unis d’ Amérique, du Conseil du travail, du monde de 
l’enseignement, du monde des affaires et du gouvernement. 

Within six weeks, the working group put together a 
thoughtful and impressive submission of proposals and 
priorities. This was used as a guide for the package I have 
described. The Elliot Lake and Area Working Group will 
continue to play a significant role in the implementation of 
the adjustment and diversification package. - 

I have touched on the efforts of the provincial govern- 
ment and Hydro to assist the North Shore communities at 
this crucial point. But the provincial government, Hydro 
and the working group cannot do it alone. We need the 
co-operation of the federal government if these communi- 
ties are to have access to all the support programs they 
require. 

Therefore, I have written a letter to the Honourable 
Tom Hockin, Minister of State (Small Businesses and 
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Tourism) and the federal minister responsible for northern 
Ontario and a letter to the Honourable Jake Epp, Minister 
of Energy, Mines and Resources. I have stated that Ottawa 
has an obligation to participate as a full and active partner 
as North Shore communities strive to diversify their econ- 
omies and take advantage of opportunities now before 
them. 

In particular, this government will be pressing the fed- 
eral government to accelerate the process of proper mine 
decommissioning at Elliot Lake. This will meet the goals 
of environmental protection while preserving jobs for local 
workers. The Atomic Energy Control Board of Canada is 
responsible for ensuring timely and effective 
decommissioning at those uranium mines which have 
closed. The AECB must also ensure that the mining com- 
panies have provided financial guarantees where required 
to cover the cost of mine decommissioning at Elliot Lake. 

I would like to say a word about the miners of Elliot 
Lake and their union, the United Steelworkers of America. 
They have borne the brunt of job losses in the mines and 
have had to deal with uncertainty for far too long. They are 
showing great resilience as they work with their North 
Shore neighbours to build a viable community for their 
future. 

J’espére que l’initiative que nous prenons aujourd’ hui 
contribuera a transformer les collectivités de la rive nord 


en des collectivités fortes, saines et dynamiques. Nous © 


continuerons de collaborer avec elles afin d’assurer leur 
prospérité et le maintien de leur croissance. 


RESPONSES 


ELLIOT LAKE ASSISTANCE 


Mr Brown: I am responding to the statement by the 
Minister of Northern Development in my capacity as her 
critic and also as the member for the constituency of Al- 
goma-Manitoulin representing Elliot Lake and the North 
Shore. The first thing I am compelled to point out is that 
this is not the minister’s promise. She promised quite 
clearly on a number of occasions that she would purchase 
100% of Ontario Hydro’s requirement from Elliot Lake, 
and this is not it. Therefore we are not very happy. 

Second, I am compelled to point out that the minister 
came to Elliot Lake and announced the last 700 miners are 
being laid off, and that is what this is about. 

Third, the minister or Hydro has decided—and I am 
surprised the Minister of Energy did not make this an- 
nouncement, because it is all Hydro’s money—Ontario 
Hydro is providing $250 million for this. We are happy 
about that, but we are not happy that the government 
seems to think the crown corporation can carry the load for 
all of what is going on in Elliot Lake. I think we know the 
provincial governments were involved in the decisions 
taken in Elliot Lake over time and that the provincial gov- 
ernment is responsible for what is going on. We are look- 
ing forward to the creation of some new permanent jobs. 
There is not one word in here about new permanent jobs. 

Fourth, we are concerned about public policy. We are 
concerned about how the minister decides which Hydro 
projects are taken out. Which ones come out? As the min- 
ister knows, there are a number of Hydro projects in the 


25-year plan along the North Shore and she has chosen, 
one. We are interested to know how the minister chose that 
one and why not some of the other ones. Those are ques- 
tions we will be pursuing because we think there is far 
more opportunity for employment along the North Shore 
than the minister has given us. 


SKILLS TRAINING 


Mrs McLeod: We can appreciate the programs that 
have been announced today by the Minister of Education 
and the kinds of benefits that those programs will bring to 
laid-off workers, but we continue to be concerned about 
the fact that we see piecemeal announcements coming 
from the government about this very critical issue. . 


We are continuing to look for what we would expect to 
be a comprehensive and integrated plan to respond to the 
needs of laid-off workers, the kind of plan that would see a 
co-ordination of the efforts across a number of ministries 
and that would also bring about an integration of the re- 
sources that are available in communities to provide the 
kinds of programs that are needed. 


We also continue to express our hope that this govern- 
ment is going to begin to anticipate the need for labour 
market adjustment programs before the crisis of layoff ac- 
tually occurs. As well, we address the fact that this is $9 
million in training programs for laid-off workers of the 
total $25-million labour market adjustment originally an- 
nounced by the Minister of Labour. We questioned at the 
time how much of that money would actually be going to 
direct programs and services for laid-off workers. We think 
a very large amount of that money has gone to create 
bureaucracies and set up new committees without there 
being direct programs of immediate benefit to laid-off 
workers. 


Finally, we express a concern that following an an- 
nouncement in January, we have waited a further six 
months for the announcement of some of the specific pro- 
grams that would be put in place. We feel that is a very 
long time for laid-off workers in a crisis situation to have 
to wait for the programs to actually be provided. 


EMPLOYMENT EQUITY 


Mr Elston: I rise to reply to the statement by the 
Chairman of Management Board. Although the announce- 
ment was made today, one may very well take notice of 
the words that were used. It says, “Each ministry will be 
required”...there will be a “review” of “employment sys- 
tems...guidelines are being drawn up...employment equity 
principles will be built into all management...managers 
will be responsible...we. will openly report.” 


All of these things are so much in the future that it lets 
one believe they were rushed to make an announcement 
today. Although they put a number beside the money being 
allocated to it, it has not really provided us with the mate- 
rial we need to understand how they are going to put these 
things together. These people have tried to tell us they are 
going to be developing new guidelines, and every time this 
government talks about developing guidelines and clarifi- 
cations we over here shudder. 
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SKILLS TRAINING 


Mrs Cunningham: I am responding to the statement 
om the Minister of Education. I will start by saying that 
hen I saw this statement, I thought it was the same one 
iat was given last week. In looking at it, though, if one 
ally reads it carefully, one will find that there are other 
rograms, all of which we support and expect to happen. I 
ave to say it is pretty hard to keep up with this govern- 
lent. There is a very scattered approach delivering these 
inds of programs. 

I take this opportunity to say that I had hoped today we 
nally would have an announcement on skills and appren- 
ceship training. We are looking for a change in ratios and 
change in wages for apprenticeships, and we are looking 
yr a co-ordination with the school system. 

Young people in this gallery right now would love to 
ork with their hands. They would love to have opportuni- 
es to do more technical education programs. They would 
we to know they are being trained for a job for tomorrow 
id today as well. They would love to know there are jobs 
ut there for them at all. 

All I can say is I am looking for the big announce- 
ents. I have been sitting around here for almost a year 
ght now and nothing has changed. 


EMPLOYMENT EQUITY 


Mr Tilson: I would like to respond to the statement 
ade by the Chairman of Management Board. It is cer- 
inly admirable to try to remedy the discrimination and 
arassment against minority groups and others in the gov- 
mment, but I hope this is not the start of the quota system 
e have been hearing so much about that is coming from 
le government. 

We should not be trying to take away the initiative to 
© better, make a profit or improve or to take away excel- 
nce. These are the values our province is built on. The 
rovince should not be developing hiring policies based on 
le quota system, which is what I believe this government 
moving towards. 

To qualify for a committee or anything else this gov- 
mment sets forward, it depends on what minority one is a 
ember of. The women are asked to become judges not 
ecause of their excellence in law, but because they are 
omen. 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


Mr Tilson: The whole issue of excellence is out the 
indow. Policies are now in existence where it does not 
latter whether one is qualified, but whether one is of a 
articular minority group. There are even situations where 
omen are discriminated against, and that is in this gov- 
mment. The Minister of Correctional Services is a spe- 
ific example. 

These policies are doing away with excellence and are 
sulting to the minority groups of this province. We hope 
is province stays away from discrimination and develops 
olicies opposing discrimination and harassment, but we 
ope it hires those people who are the best qualified. 


ELLIOT LAKE ASSISTANCE 


Mr Eves: Just briefly in response to the statement the 
Minister of Northern Development made today about EI- 
liot Lake and other communities on the North Shore, it 
would appear that Ontario Hydro’s mandate is changing 
daily in this Legislature. Ontario Hydro is now going to do 
what the government should be doing with respect to solv- 
ing social problems in northern Ontario. I have a couple of 
questions about where the money is coming from. Are we 
increasing the rate base of Ontario Hydro across the prov- 
ince? If so, by how much and over how many years? 

I find it strange that the Minister of Energy in the same 
government is considering a moratorium on nuclear en- 
ergy, and yet the Minister of Northern Development is 
standing up to call for a continued purchase of uranium at 
the same time. Does anybody know what they are doing 
over there? Do they talk to each other? Do they have any 
game plan as to what they are supposed to be doing? 

I also note that Ontario Hydro’s commitment to the 
northern Ontario heritage fund now appears to be some- 
what larger than that of the government itself. It is larger 
than the Ministry of Northern Development’s commitment 
to the northern heritage fund. I find that somewhat passing 
strange, to say the least. 

I do not know why the government just does not accept 
its responsibilities and get on with governing the province 
instead of finding ways after the fact, scurrying around 
and, in this case, having an Ontario crown agency trying to 
do the work the government of Ontario and the Ministry of 
Northern Development should be doing themselves. 


VISITOR 


The Speaker: Before continuing, I invite all members 
to welcome to our chamber this afternoon Mavis Wilson, 
the former member for Dufferin-Peel. 


ORAL QUESTIONS 


CONFLICT OF INTEREST 


Mr Nixon: With the examples of political leadership 
from last Thursday still dazzling the House and the people 
of the province, I would like to point out to the Premier the 
undoubted fact that the responsibility for the oversight of 
his cabinet colleagues still lies totally with himself. Can he 
point out to the House what response he has entered into, 
not just on the basis of the resignation of the two ministers 
that he rejected last Thursday, but with the realization that 
eight specific ministers in the last six months have stepped 
over the bounds and guidelines of the conflicts of interest 
he himself has established? What is he going to do specif- 
ically to see that this situation, which must be embarrass- 
ing to him and must undermine the confidence in which 
his government is held, is stopped? 

Hon Mr Rae: Ultimately the people will decide the 
confidence they have in our government, but it seems to 
me worth our reflecting for a moment on one simple fact, 
and it is brought home by the exchange we had last Thurs- 
day, in terms of the particular civility of that exchange. 

I want to just emphasize again with respect to the two 
ministers the Leader of the Opposition referred to, whose 
resignations I, on reflection, decided not to accept, that 
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there was no allegation of any kind of any personal benefit 
or gain by them. There was no allegation with respect to 
any advancing of any private interest by them. All they 
were trying to do was to put forward and to protect the 
public interest. That is the essence of what took place in 
that situation. 

I would say to the Leader of the Opposition, when he 
says, what is it that I now propose to do, I have made it 
very clear what I propose to do; it is what has been there 
for some time. I have asked the standing committee to give 
us its advice with respect to changes in the Members’ Con- 
flict of Interest Act and I look forward to receiving that 
advice. 


Mr Nixon: The Premier, as usual, is answering a 
question which was not asked. He has attempted to justify 
the actions taken by his two ministers, in spite of the fact 
that his original decision was to accept at least one of the 
resignations. I suggest there is no question that the guide- 
lines were broken. 

In attempting to assist both these ministers and others 
who may be tempted to follow their example, is he under- 
taking to give them some special instruction; is he, on the 
other hand, informing the deputy ministers he expects 
them to advise the ministers on any possibility that they 
may see fit to contact any judicial or quasi-judicial body; 
and can he assure the House that these ministers were not 
so advised by any of their officials or anyone in the Cabi- 
net Office before they took the action which resulted in 
their resignations? 


Hon Mr Rae: I think it is appropriate for the Leader 
of the Opposition to know that the two members in ques- 
tion have taken responsibility for what has taken place and 
I, as well, have taken responsibility for exercising judge- 
ment, which I may say I exercised after being asked to do 
so by the Leader of the Opposition in the exchange that 
took place last week. 

The purpose of any guidelines or of any law in this 
area is to protect the public. I am satisfied that what moti- 
vated the ministers entirely in this instance was the protec- 
tion of the public interest with respect to a particular 
situation in North Bay. 


Mr Nixon: I just want to reiterate for the benefit of 
the Premier, who does not seem to listen to the question, 
that there is no question that the guidelines were broken or 
transgressed. This is the eighth instance that it has hap- 
pened in six months. The original question was, what is he 
going to do about it, and he fails to answer that in his 
attempt to shift the blame to me for what is apparently his 
own inability to make an appropriate decision, which is 
precisely what he just did. 

I would like to ask the Premier why he and his col- 
leagues, I would say, including the present government 
House leader, were so positive when they were in opposi- 
tion what the appropriate actions were for cabinet minis- 
ters, when now that they have the responsibility, they are 
unsure: so unsure that the Premier cannot educate his col- 
leagues as to what their responsibilities are; so unsure that 
he fails to instruct the deputy ministers or, according to his 
answer, the political advisers to these ministers that they 


cannot assist them. What is the answer, other than for the 
Premier to bluster after his cabinet ministers have been 
shown and seen to break the guidelines which he himself 
established with so much fanfare and pride? 

Hon Mr Rae: First of all, let me make it clear that 
although the Leader of the Opposition may have found my 
answer blustery and he may have thought I was trying to 
somehow ascribe responsibility to him, that is not at all 
true. First of all, let me make it very clear that I take full 
responsibility as first minister for my decision on Thurs- 
day, after being asked to reconsider by the Leader of the 
Opposition— 
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Mr Nixon: Which decision? 


Hon Mr Rae: —after being asked to reconsider by 
him, if I may be allowed to proceed, if I may be allowed to 
answer. I take responsibility for that. 

I do not pretend that these matters are easy. I do not 
pretend that these decisions are instant. It was a moment 
last week when, during the course of the day, given the 
seriousness of the situation which the ministers were try- 
ing to respond to with respect to convictions against a 
doctor on four counts of sexual assault, with respect to 
their concern for the protection of the public and with 
respect to their motivation in that regard, I decided, on 
balance and on much reflection, that since there was no 
attempt by them to advance their own interest or any pri- 
vate interest on their part, one had to look at all those 
circumstances in exercising a judgement. That is exactly 
what I did in exercising my judgement as Premier. 


Mr Scott: I suppose the good news is that the Premier 
can bounce from penitent Premier on Thursday to his regu- 
lar holier-than-thou status in little short of a weekend. 

Everybody in the House admires the step these two 
ministers took. We think they were forthright and honour- 
able and we have no questions to ask of them. What we 
have are questions to ask about the process in the 
Premier’s mind and in his office. 

He told us on Thursday that he met with the minister 
for women’s issues for half to three quarters of an hour, 
discussing the matter with her. He elected to accept her 
resignation. Her printed statement indicated that he had 
accepted her resignation and he told the House he had 
accepted her resignation. Would the Premier now tell us 
what he regarded as sufficiently serious that he would, by 
1:30 on that day, accept the minister’s resignation? | 


Hon Mr Rae: I had a chance on Thursday morning to 
speak relatively briefly with the minister and to go over 
with her the circumstances, of which I was entirely un- 
aware until that morning. I then came into the House, and 1 
scarcely had had an opportunity to discuss the matter with 
the Minister of Northern Development and we did not in 
fact have an opportunity to discuss that. Then we had the 
exchange in the House. | 

The member for St George-St David talks about the 
change in the House. I would say to the member for St 
George-St David that for a brief moment there was a time 
when the Leader of the Opposition and I were able to have 
an exchange that dealt with the substance of a matter and 
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at was not overly tainted by the obscurities and rhetoric 
f partisan politics. That was a unique moment in this 
ouse. 

In good faith, the Leader of the Opposition asked me, 
id I am quoting from Hansard: “Would he consider re- 
ynsidering his acceptance of the resignation of the Minis- 
r without Portfolio responsible for women’s issues? I 
ink there is a clear understanding of what has happened 
pre.” 

The Speaker: Would the Premier conclude his re- 
arks, please. 


Hon Mr Rae: In good faith, that is what I did. I dis- 
issed the matter carefully with both ministers, and on 
flection I decided that their apology to the House was 
ll and complete, that there was an understanding in the 
ouse as to the seriousness— 


The Speaker: Would the Premier conclude his re- 
arks, please. 

Hon Mr Rae: —of the issue they were attempting to 
eal with, and it was on that basis that I decided I would 
ot accept their resignations. 


Mr Scott: This Premier cannot talk straight to the On- 
rio people. The question is, what was it before 1:30 that 
> regarded as so serious that he should accept the resigna- 
on? I am not making any criticism of the ministers. Then 
ie supplementary question is, what was it that happened, 
hat facts came to his attention or considerations were 
rought to bear between his decision to accept the resigna- 
on at 1:30 and his decision not to accept it at 5:30? What 
‘as it in the facts or in the mix that changed? 

The reason we want answers to that question is not 
ecause of the ministers, but because the Premier’s ability 
y make a sensible judgement one way or the other is 
early at stake. 


Hon Mr Rae: It is hard in the time allotted to answer 
lly, but let me just try to say to the member for St 
eorge-St David that if I had to point to one factor which 
d to my making up my mind as I did, in addition to the 
dint that was made to me and the point that was put 
ward to me by the Leader of the Opposition, I would 
ave to say it was the circumstances surrounding the fact 
lat a physician was convicted of four counts of sexual 
ssault in the community of North Bay. I had an opportu- 
ity through the day to reflect more seriously on that ques- 
on. One can argue about the appropriateness of the way 
1 which the ministers responded, but the fact is that this is 
serious question, this is a serious issue and it is not 
irprising that ministers as human beings would respond 
) that kind of situation when confronted with it and when 
sked to do so by their constituents. 

If I had to point to one factor alone which pointed me 
1 the direction I took, that is the factor, the fact of the 
sriousness of the circumstances in North Bay, and the fact 
lat we are dealing with children, with vulnerable people 
nd that there was an attempt in this case to advance the 
ublic interest and not to advance any private interest at all 
1 this circumstance. 


Mr Scott: The major concern that commentators both 
1 and outside the House have to this is the sense that, for 
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better or for worse, he may have made the wrong decision, 
but the Premier made a principle ‘decision at 1:30. Then, 
when he found he could make another decision with impu- 
nity, he strove to make it by 5:30, as he promptly did. We 
are glad he did, but what we are concerned about is the 
ability of the capacity of our Premier to decide. 

In May 1989 a mother of four and a grandmother of 
many was awakened at her summer cottage in the middle 
of the night. She heard from a distraught young female 
teenager that a young man had been arrested and was 
being held by the OPP and being assaulted. That grand- 
mother got dressed in the middle of the night and went 
down to a police station for four minutes, at which time 
she asked if the boy was being treated properly and was 
told yes. 

Here is what the Premier-in-waiting had to say on 25 
May: “I don’t want any investigations. The critical ques- 
tion is the judgement of the Premier. If that isn’t improper, 
I must be living in a different province. I want her out.” 

I want to ask the Premier if he ever, in the privacy of 
his own room, has any nagging doubts about the wisdom 
of that judgement, or does he have a rationalization to offer 
us about that one too? 


Hon Mr Rae: I can only refer to the circumstances 
which I was confronted with on Thursday. The member for 
St George-St David seems to think that if someone is 
asked by the Leader of the Opposition, who is the dean of 
this place, to reconsider, somehow it is a sign of weakness 
or of indecision to do so. I make no apology for the fact 
that I found this a difficult decision to make, that it was a 
difficult moment for me on Thursday. I make no apologies 
for that. I think, on balance, I made the right decision on 
Thursday. I tried to exercise some compassion and some 
judgement. The issue before me as Premier is what to do 
with respect to these two ministers, and that is the question 
I resolved on Thursday. 


1430 


Mr Harris: My question as well is to the Premier. 
Last Thursday this government saw its eighth controversy 
in nine months. The most recent blunder involved three 
players. Two of those players have admitted they made a 
mistake; two of those players have taken responsibility for 
their actions; two of those players have apologized to the 
people of this province. Two of those players have done 
the honourable thing. The third player in this latest chapter 
of the Bob Rae soap opera has not apologized; he has not 
admitted he made a mistake. 

In this whole area of conflict in ministerial guidelines, 
when is the Premier going to stand up, apologize and 
admit it is his inconsistency, his inability to explain the 
guidelines, to explain the importance of the guidelines, let 
alone the substance of them, that has been the real problem? 

Has the Premier considered resigning, or at least ac- 
cepting responsibility for minister after minister after min- 
ister treating the guidelines like that? 


Hon Mr Rae: I appreciate the advice of the leader of 
the third party. I would tell him it is my intention to stick 
around as long as the people of Ontario will have me. I say 
to him that I have exercised my judgement. I have found in 
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discussing this with people and in listening to people over 
the last few days there are some people who disagree with 
me and there are many who agree with me, and that is the 
judgement I have to exercise. There is no question that the 
buck stops with me and the consequences for taking the 
decision rests with me and with me alone. 


Mr Harris: I did not hear an apology in there, but let 
me bring forth something else. When the member for Vic- 
toria-Haliburton broke the law, the judge said this, “Here is 
a person who, as an elected member of our provincial 
Parliament, displays very little respect or recognition for 
the rule of law, which is the very foundation of the system 
which elected him.” That is what the judge said at that 
time. What did the Premier say? The Premier said, “I am 
proud of him.” The Premier said, “I am proud of the cause 
that he was fighting for and as long as it’s a cause I believe 
in, or one that he was fighting for, or one that he believed 
in.” The Premier condoned that action. 

The Premier sent out at that time a very clear message 
to his caucus and to his cabinet: “If it’s a cause Bob Rae 
believes in, if you act with good intentions, then it’s okay 
with me. You can break the law, you can break the guide- 
lines, you can do whatever the hell you want.” Does he not 
understand that the way he has handled these cases begin- 
ning with the member for Victoria-Haliburton, with caucus 
member, with minister after minister, it is his interpretation 
of the guidelines that is the problem here, not his cabinet 
ministers. 


Hon Mr Rae: I can only say to the leader of the third 
party that when he looks at the circumstances surrounding 
the two ministers I had to deal with on Thursday, and 
having a chance to consider it through the day; when he 
considers the fact that there was a great deal of concern in 
the community expressed to the two ministers as well as to 
many others—I find it is a question there of judgement 
involving trying to put forward the public interest and 
doing it in a way that perhaps was something that could be 
criticized. 

For heaven’s sake, the purpose of conflict guidelines is 
to prevent people from taking private advantage of a situa- 
tion. There is no private advantage here. There is no pri- 
vate advantage involving the Minister without Portfolio 
responsible for women’s issues. There is no private advan- 
tage involving the Minister for Northern Development. 
There is no benefit to them at all. There is a cry of anguish 
on behalf of families who have asked them to intervene 
because they are being asked to go to a doctor they do not 
want to have to go to. That is what we are looking at. 


Interjections. 


Mr Harris: The Premier does not seem to understand. 
There are guidelines governing conflict and there is the 
rule of law. Then there are codes of conduct of which we 
are talking about in these cases—the rule of law and the 
codes of conduct, not conflict for personal gain. 

In the Premier’s throne speech seven months ago, he 
said: 

“My government’s first challenge is to earn the trust 
and respect of the people of Ontario. My government’s 
integrity will be measured by the way this government is 


run and our relations with the people we serve. We will set 
clear standards of behaviour for the conduct of ministers, 
members of the Legislature and senior government officials,” 

When the Premier brought the guidelines in, he said: 
“We must at all times act in a manner that will not only 
bear the closest public scrutiny, but will go further and 
ensure public confidence and trust in the integrity of the 
government.” 

Does the Premier honestly believe his actions in how 
he has dealt with these 10 ministers in eight situations and 
the member for Victoria-Haliburton come anywhere close 
to living up to the rhetoric of his 10 years in opposition, to 
his rhetoric of the throne speech, to his rhetoric of the 
promise to the people, to his rhetoric of his guidelines? If 
not, when is he going to stand up and do the honourable 
thing, apologize to this House, to his cabinet, to the mem- 
bers of this Legislature and to the people of Ontario? 


Hon Mr Rae: I can only quote back to the member, 
the leader of the third party, the words spoken both by the 
Leader of the Opposition and by the member for Parry 
Sound when the member talks about integrity. It was inter- 
esting in listening to the responses on Thursday, both of 
them made it very clear that there was no question—and I 
am surprised the member would even raise it in this con- 
text—of the integrity of the ministers involved and if I 
may say So— 

Interjections. 


Hon Mr Rae: Let it be on the record, Mr Speaker, the 
member for St George-St David said it is my integrity 
which is in question. I want to say to the House— 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Would the Premier take his seat, please. 
I realize this is a very contentious issue. There are two 
things which would be very helpful: first, if members 
would attempt to give each other an opportunity to be 
heard and, second, if those who are addressing questions 
and responses would address the Chair. That would be 
very helpful. 


Mr Harris: I have a new question. The Premier may 
want to answer about how the fruit trees are growing in 
Florida, which has as much relevance as his answer to me 
and the question I asked. I am not questioning the 
ministers’ integrity; I am applauding their integrity. It is 
the Premier’s integrity that I am questioning; it is his nica 
rity at stake here. 

When the member for Victoria-Haliburton broke the 
law and went to jail, he was given a promotion. When the 
former Minister of Consumer and Commercial Relations 
posed in a shirt and tie for a newspaper, he was turfed from 
cabinet. When the member for Oakwood broke a labour 
law, he was dumped from caucus. When the Solicitor 
General’s office wrote to a judge, he was defended by the, 
Premier. 


Mr Drainville: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I 


think the record needs to be clear. I was not given a pro- 
motion after I was convicted and came back from jail; I 
had the position of Chair of the government caucus before! 
that time and I am happy to have that position now as well. 
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The Speaker: If not a point of order, certainly a point 
f disagreement. If we would come to order, please. 
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Mr Harris: When the Solicitor General’s office wrote 
) a judge, he was defended. The Premier keeps changing 
1e rules, his guidelines. I suggest to him— 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. I trust members do not want to 
nout their way through question period. A member has 
sked to raise a point of order, I shall hear it. 


Hon Mr Farnan: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: 
li kinds of allegations are being put forward in this state- 
lent. The member made reference to the Solicitor 
reneral’s office. Nobody on the payroll of the Solicitor 
feneral, nobody in the Solicitor General’s office ever 
rote to a justice of the peace. 


The Speaker: It would be very helpful if members 
rho have an interest in raising points of order could do so 
utside of question period, and I would appreciate it if the 
ader of the third party could succinctly place his question. 


Mr Harris: The point of all this is that the Premier 
>ems to be, apparently is, and in many cases exactly is, 
hanging the rules to suit the certain circumstances as he 
ses fit. Does he believe these guidelines, these actions of 
that the law is and these codes of conduct, as he has 
lluded to again today in the House, are subject to being 
iterpreted on the basis of what he, the Premier, thinks is 
orally and politically correct? Is that what the Premier is 
ying to tell us? 

Hon Mr Rae: What I am trying to say to the member 
nd to the House is that I have to exercise my judgement 
ith respect to the question of resignations being de- 
ianded of individual ministers, and that is frequently a 
idgement a Premier has to make. It happens all the time 
then people are demanding a resignation or putting it for- 
ard as something that needs to happen. 


My judgement on this instance with respect to the con- 
uct of both ministers was that, given the very serious 
ature of what it was—what was the problem they were 
ttempting to respond to? The problem was that there were 
yur counts of sexual assault against an individual doctor, 
nd the ministers were approached by a number of fami- 
es with respect to responding, and they responded. I de- 
ided that, given all those circumstances, to demand their 
*signation was too much and it was quite appropriate for 
1em to apologize fully to the House, and that in the cir- 
umstances, the admission of the mistake was in itself suf- 
cient. That is what I decided. 


Mr Harris: I know I was not here on Thursday. I did 
ot hear anybody demand the ministers’ resignation. Did 
nybody ask the Premier to demand their resignation? I 
eard the ministers ask if they could resign. That is all I 
ave heard from anybody on this side of the House or 
‘om around this province. 

I suggest the Premier is playing a game called situa- 
onal ethics. He changes his principles to fit the occasion. 
Mn 6 July 1986 the Premier said this: 
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“If the government is not willing to enforce the guide- 
lines, it does not matter what they are, how comprehensive 
they are, or how great they are—they could have been 
devised by Moses and brought down from the mountain- 
top—but if we do not have a Premier who is prepared to 
enforce the guidelines, they will not make a difference.” 

He is now the Premier. Since we have not seen one 
shred or iota of evidence that he plans to live up to that 
responsibility in the first nine months, can the Premier tell 
us today when he plans to take seriously and live up to his 
responsibility as Premier? 

Hon Mr Rae: I hope I live up to my responsibility as 
Premier every day. That does involve exercising judge- 
ment in each instance. 

I would make one other point to the leader of the third 
party. The premise behind his question is that the only way 
one can enforce any guideline or any law is to demand the 
resignation of ministers. I do not share that view at all. 

With respect to the rest, I have already said I am look- 
ing forward to hearing from the standing committee with 
respect to how we can improve the law. That is exactly 
what we are waiting to hear from the committee on. 


Mr Harris: I am very sorry, but the Premier keeps 
seeming to allege that I am calling for something, asking 
for something, that he has never heard. It is in his mind; he 
is making it up. If he is embarrassed about answering the 
question, he should just say so. If he does not want to 
answer it he should say so. But he should not make up 
answers to questions that are not asked. 

At least 10 of the Premier’s ministers that we know of 
have in some way misunderstood, misread or ignored and 
broken his guidelines, so we are not dealing with an iso- 
lated incident. Thursday was not an isolated incident. 
Clearly his cabinet does not understand either the sub- 
stance or the importance of the guidelines. 

For nearly a decade in opposition in Ottawa and at 
Queen’s Park, the Premier has said on many occasions that 
he has known exactly what the ministers should do in 
these circumstances; he knew exactly what the Prime Min- 
ister should do; he knew exactly what the Premier should 
do. The Premier does not want me to take the time to quote 
back all those quotes. The Premier knew exactly. In fact, I 
would suggest to the Premier that he has had more experi- 
ence with this than any other member I have ever heard of 
or known in the history of politics. 

The Premier knew. He was the expert. He knew ex- 
actly. Now, in 10 months, we have seen example after 
example after example of inconsistency, of lack of under- 
standing. 


The Speaker: And the supplementary? 


Mr Harris: In fact, I suggest to the Premier that we 
have cause to feel sorry for his cabinet because they have 
no idea what the guidelines are or what they mean. 


The Speaker: Is there a supplementary? 


Mr Harris: What has changed between that 10 years 
when the Premier clearly had all the answers, knew what 
ministers should do, knew what premiers should do, and 
the past 10 months, when he does not seem to have any 
idea what he should be doing in living up to his responsibility? 
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Hon Mr Rae: I was in northern Ontario for much of 
the weekend and in southwestern Ontario for a bit on Sun- 
day. I must confess, I do not think the public has any 
difficulty understanding the nature of the decision that I 
had to take on Thursday. I never had a sense from talking 
to people that the public feels it was an easy decision. I do 
not feel there was any lack of integrity in the decision that 
was made. 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order, the member for York Mills. 


Hon Mr Rae: It was a decision made with integrity 
because we are concerned as a government with ensuring 
that the public is protected. We are also concerned that 
when mistakes are made apologies are given, which is 
exactly what happened on Thursday with respect to the 
situation. I had to decide then whether I would accept or 
insist on the resignation of the two ministers. I decided that 
no further public interest would be served. All those deci- 
sions were made. They were made very publicly and, if I 
may say so, they were made with as much integrity as I am 
capable of as a human being. 


TAXATION 


Mr Bradley: I have a question for the Treasurer. It 
deals with perhaps some of the statements of the old mem- 
ber for York South when he was in opposition. When he 
was talking about taxes, he said his tax manifesto will 
include a very simple pledge against the GST. “We reject 
an amalgamated sales tax.” He said that in August 1990. 
On 22 August 1990 he said: “We are committed to making 
taxes fair by saying from the beginning that we will have 
nothing to do with the Mulroney tax.” 


Now I see various reports coming forward that the 
Treasurer, the Minister of Industry, Trade and Technology, 
the Minister of Revenue and the Premier are all talking 
about some kind of harmonization with the GST, even 
though they indicated so clearly before the election that 
they were not. The Premier said in Thunder Bay that 
“there is nothing coming next week.” I believe it. I suspect 
it is coming next month, when the Legislature is not sitting. 


I would like to ask the Treasurer this question, since it 
was reported in the Financial Post that he was considering 
this harmonization matter. Considering that this would 
mean an additional 8% provincial sales tax would be 
placed on haircuts, funerals and other things that are not 
taxed now and that it will result in a massive additional 
amount of revenue to the province, can he confirm or deny 
that the NDP government is actively considering this policy? 


Hon Mr Laughren: Yes. I can make a declaration in 
that regard, which the member has asked me to do. I 
should clarify somewhat the whole issue because I think 
the member for St Catharines is under some kind of misap- 
prehension. What I said, and also I believe what the Minis- 
ter of Industry, Trade and Technology said, was that the 
whole question of harmonization is not under active con- 
sideration by this government. That was said by me, and 
that was said by the Minister of Industry, Trade and Tech- 
nology as well. So I am not sure what more assurances the 


member for St Catharines needs, but I am sure I shall find 
out. 


Mr Bradley: I have concerns because I notice in the 
wording of the answers that are given to the news media 
and the wording of the answers in the House to the Leader 
of the Opposition and to others who have asked these 
questions that there seems to be an evasiveness when it 
gets down to talking about, not the word “harmonization,” 
but the words “having the same tax base.” 

Is the Treasurer considering expanding the sales tax 
base of the province—the provincial sales tax, so that it 
corresponds exactly with or is close to that of the federal 
GST? 

Hon Mr Laughren: What the government did was it 
made a couple of decisions, one in the fall and one in the 
spring. In the fall we made a decision not to impose the 
Ontario retail sales tax on top of the existing goods and 
services tax. We forgave almost $500 million in revenues 
by doing that because we wanted that money left in the pock- 
ets of taxpayers to spend and help stimulate the economy. 

This spring, when the Fair Tax Commission was 
launched, I wrote to the commission as part of a series of 
requests and asked it, in view of the fact that there is now a 
sales tax both federal and provincial at the retail level in 
the province, to look at a way in which the administration 
of those two taxes could be made more efficient. I think 
that is probably where some of the confusion comes in, 
because of my request to the Fair Tax Commission to look 
at that. 


SEXUAL ABUSE 


Mr Eves: I have a question of the Premier on this 
whole issue surrounding the Minister without Portfolio re- 
sponsible for women’s issues and the Minister of Northern 
Development. Why did his government not address the 
crux of this issue, which was the suspension of the 
doctor’s licence, when the issue first arose? 


Hon Mr Rae: First of all, I want to thank the member 
for his question and say that I noticed today when he stood 
up in members’ statements that he is bringing forward a 
private member’s bill on that matter. That is obviously 
going to be considered by the Ministry of Health. It is 
something that is dealt with by the health professions leg- 
islation review. 

But under the current law and under the current situa- 
tion, I think the member would realize that government 
intervention of that kind is not, as I understand it, that easy. 
That is obviously something which, as a matter of public 
policy, will need to be discussed in this House and is 
something that will be discussed in this House. 


Mr Eves: I would beg to differ with the Premier on 
that issue. As a matter of fact, under section 3 of the Health 
Disciplines Act, I would like to briefly read him subsection 
1 and paragraph (a) headed “Duties of Minister”—not 
powers of the minister; duties of the Minister of Health. 

“Tt is the duty of the minister to ensure that the activi- 
ties of health disciplines are effectively regulated and co- 
ordinated in the public interest, to have appropriate 
standards of practice developed and ensure that these are 
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qaintained and to ensure that the rights of individuals to 
ne services provided by health disciplines of their choice 
re maintained and to these ends to, 

“(a) inquire into or direct the appropriate council or 
ouncils to inquire into the state of the practice of one or 
nore health disciplines in any locality or institution,” and 
i goes on and on. 

I would suggest to the Premier that there was more 
han ample authority here under section 3 of the Health 
Disciplines Act. As a matter of fact, I would go so far as to 
uggest that it was the duty of the Minister of Health at the 
ime to look into, to inquire into and to direct, as the act 
lictates and says. It is that minister’s duty to address this 
ituation. It would have helped everybody concerned, es- 
recially the people who were sexually abused. 


_ Hon Mr Rae: The member will know, and I take his 
rlews very seriously because he is somebody who has 
considerable experience in this area and whose knowledge 
nnd whose interest I think everyone in the House takes 
eriously, that it has been the view of the ministry that 
ther revisions in terms of the law to deal with this ques- 
ion are going to need to be looked at. That is exactly what 
s taking place. But I would say to the member for Parry 
ound that, given that there was a criminal trial under way, 
here were some very general discussions between the 
ninistry and the college with respect to the general matter, 
yut it was difficult to focus in on the individual situation. 

When the member says the act could have been 
changed, I can only say to him that to change the act to 
leal with one particular problem would perhaps not be 
juite as easy as the member might suggest. But I am not 
lismissing for a moment what he is saying and I think 
here now will be an opportunity for the House to consider 
he points he is making. 


ONTARIO PRODUCE 


Mr Mills: My question this afternoon is for the Minis- 
er of Agriculture and Food. It is no secret that in Ontario it 
Ss getting tougher for farmers to sell their food products 
yecause of cross-border shopping and free trade. I am just 
wondering what his ministry is doing to promote the mar- 
cet for Ontario food in Ontario. 

Hon Mr Buchanan: I would like to thank the mem- 
yer for the question. First of all, in a general sense I can 
say that we have launched, through the market develop- 
nent branch, a very aggressive campaign to promote On- 
ario produce this summer. The main part of the program is 
sentred on television and seven different TV commercials 
hat are going to talk about the quality and the freshness of 
Intario produce and how it is superior in many ways to 
he imports we get. 

We hope that through this, consumers will be more 
aware of the importance of agriculture and food in Ontario 
ind will seek out Ontario produce and products when they 
Jo their shopping. 

The second part of the member’s question deals with 
ross-border shopping. We in the Ministry of Agriculture and 
Food are working on some initiatives with five border com- 
munities. Ministry staff are working with retailers in those 
sommunities to develop some aggressive promotional 
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programs for in-store promotion of Ontario products. We 
are co-operating with the retailers to do that and we will be 
providing some of the funding to allow them to use pro- 
motional in-store materials to get the people of Ontario to 
appreciate the importance of buying Ontario products. 
This will not totally eliminate the cross-border shopping 
issue, but I believe it will go a long way to raising the 
awareness of the importance of Ontario food and agricul- 
ture in Ontario. 


1500 
LAND REGISTRATION 


Mr Conway: I have a question to the Minister of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. Six weeks ago it 
was announced in her department that there would be a 
consolidation of registry offices across the province in the 
interest of better service, better access and more efficient 
use of public dollars. Having regard to that announcement, 
I would like to focus for a moment on the decision as it 
relates to the county of Lanark. 


Can the minister help me understand how, in light of 
the several objectives that the policy speaks to, the public 
interest is going to be served in any of those areas by the 
closure of a brand-new, $1-million government office, 
opened just eight or nine months ago in the town of Al- 
monte, with the best possible access that one could imag- 
ine? How is the public going to be served when it sees a 
$1-million government building, just opened, closed and 
all the facilities transferred and consolidated in the town of 
Perth, where the registry facilities are currently located in 
rented space that, according to the poe inspection panel, 
is very much a fire hazard? 


Hon Ms Churley: First, the decision was to integrate 
all the land registry offices to make it more cost-effective 
and more efficient, and the reality is to have one office per 
county or united county or municipality. The reality is 
there were 14 areas within the province that had duplica- 
tion of services. It does not make sense. It cost taxpayers 
extra money to provide the duplication of services. 


In the process of rationalizing the system across the 
province, unfortunately in my view, there were a couple of 
offices that were fairly new. Most of the offices were in 
fact quite old and inefficient. This office was built under 
the previous Liberal government. We will be looking at 
new uses for that building, but we are equalizing the sys- 
tem across the province and making it more cost-efficient 
and more efficient in general. Unfortunately, in the whole 
of rationalizing the system, that one had to be included as 
well. 


Mr Conway: The minister can understand what this 
looks like to the taxpayers of Lanark county. They have 
seen, at their cost, the expenditure of nearly $1 million to 
build a beautiful new facility in that part of Lanark county. 
She made a statement six weeks ago that said, system- 
wide, operationally this rationalization is going to save, 
she expects, about $1 million annually. Well, $1 million 
was just spent in that beautiful new government-owned 
office. She is going to close that down after seven or eight 
months of operation and move everything down to a 
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leased facility in Perth that, according to the public inspec- 
tion panel, is fraught with all kinds of fire hazards. 

Surely she understands that to the taxpaying people of 
Lanark county that appears to be madness. The question, 
among several they would want asked, is, how much 
money, how many hundreds of thousands of dollars is the 
government going to spend in Perth to address the several 
occupational health and safety questions raised in the pub- 
lic inspection panel’s concerns? 


Hon Ms Churley: The reality is that a lot of the of- 
fices that will be closed have incredible occupational 
health and safety problems. In fact, in closing a lot of these 
buildings, the taxpayers will be saving at least $8 million in 
capital costs. When one puts the whole thing together and 
looks at the integration of all the offices, it is an incredible— 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order, order. 


Hon Ms Churley: The opposition cannot have it both 
ways. On one hand, they are calling for us to save money, 
they are complaining about the deficit, and on the other 
hand they are saying, “Don’t save money, leave the offices 
open.” I am sympathetic to the problems of moving the 
offices. My staff are working very hard to make sure the 
integration happens well, but it makes a lot of sense to 
save taxpayers’ money in this case and to make the system 
more efficient overall. 


CONFLICT OF INTEREST 


Mr Runciman: I have a question for the Premier, if 
he could resume his seat. It has to do with what some 
might consider questionable behaviour on the part of other 
members of his caucus and deals with letters written by the 
Minister of Government Services and the parliamentary 
assistant to the Minister of Culture and Communications, I 
believe, the member for Kingston and The Islands. These 
are letters in respect to a very controversial matter in the 
provincial riding of Frontenac-Addington written to a mu- 
nicipal council and the planning commission, with copies 
to the municipal council urging an official plan amend- 
ment. I am wondering if indeed the Premier considers 
those kinds of interventions in municipal matters as appro- 
priate behaviour by members of his caucus. 


Hon Mr Rae: The member has been good enough to 
send me over the two letters—this is the first I have seen 
of them—but I would say to him at first blush that there is 
nothing unusual in members of the assembly writing let- 
ters with respect to projects in their ridings or with respect 
to situations affecting things and nothing unusual about 
their writing in a very public way to municipalities or to 
various people with respect to activities in their council. 

The member says it is an area of some controversy. 
Well then, we are elected people. We will get involved in 
areas of discussion in the local community. There is noth- 
ing wrong with that or unusual in that. I would regard it as 
strange if members decided upon election they were never 
going to do anything on behalf of their constituents or stop 
saying what they think. Surely to goodness members are 
entitled to say what they think about a given problem and 
to try to respond to it. What could be wrong with that? 


Mr Runciman: That was discussed within our group 
as well, and I must say that in my 10-plus years as a 
member of this Legislature I have never made that kind of 
intervention in respect to a municipal zoning or planning 
decision. In fact, we have one member, the member for 
Kingston and The Islands, who was writing on ministry 
letterhead in respect to a zoning decision in a riding other 
than his own. I question that behaviour. 

Obviously, the Premier’s standards are much less suffi- 
cient than those in the Progressive Conservative Party. I 
think that is clearly indicated by the things he said here 
earlier today. My point is that we indeed believe this to be 
inappropriate behaviour. This is a decision that is going to 
impact on the community. We are talking about a secure 
facility that is going to house individuals convicted of very 
serious crimes indeed, and we have someone writing on 
ministry letterhead urging a municipal body tribunal to 
make a decision in favour of a minority in that community. 
I would like to hear the Premier’s views on that. 


Hon Mr Rae: First, the member said on what letter- 
head? It is on Legislative Assembly letterhead; the two 
letters I have seen are on Legislative Assembly letterhead. 
Those are the two letters I have seen. 

Just so the public will know what terrible thing the 
members have done, they have said: 

“IT am writing in support of the new facility which has 
been proposed by the St Lawrence Youth Association to be 
located on Taylor-Kidd Boulevard in Ernestown township. 

“The St Lawrence Youth Association has proven itself 
to be an invaluable asset to the community in its capacity 
to provide a rehabilitative service to young people making 
the often difficult transition into mainstream society.” 

I can remember a time when Frank Drea, when he was 
the Minister of Community and Social Services, had the 
guts to take a strong stand on behalf of community homes 
and youth homes and support for people in the community. 
That used to be the position of the Conservative Party, and 
I see absolutely nothing wrong with members taking 2 
position and members expressing a point of view. Robust 
discussion in a community is not wrong; it is a healthy 
thing. 


1510 
Mr Morrow: My question is to the Minister of Labour— 
Interjections. 


The Speaker: I realize we are all happy to be here. If 
all members would come to order, then the member fo! 
Wentworth East could place his question. 


OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND SAFETY 


Mr Morrow: My question is to the Minister of Lab- 
our. I want to congratulate the minister on his recent an- 
nouncement of the new construction regulations. I was 
glad to see the support these changes received and I know 
these measures will increase safety for workers on the job. 
However, I do understand the date these measures go into 
effect is 1 August and would like to be sure this date is one 
which it is possible to meet. Can the minister comment on 
these concerns? 


17 JUNE 1991 1993 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: The industry has been expecting 
1e amended regulations for some time. The 1 August 
zadline gives them adequate chance to take a look at the 
nendments and digest them. There has been extensive 
ynsultation with the industry and the workers involved 
ver these regulations. It has been going on for a consider- 
dle period of time. I might say a considerable period of 
me too in terms of the amenities, like being able to wash 
our hands, on a construction site. This has been well dis- 
assed and well debated within the industry before we 
tafted the regulations. 


HOCKEY FRANCHISE 


Mr Chiarelli: My question is to the Premier. The Pre- 
lier is aware there is a major Ontario Municipal Board 
earing under way regarding the Ottawa Senators’ Kanata 
alladium site. 

Last Tuesday, because of the ongoing hearing, the Min- 
iter of Agriculture and Food told this House he should not 
omment on the hearing, yet in the same answer he said, 
We think there are alternative sites.” Also on Tuesday, the 
wners of the Senators offered to freeze 500 acres of their 
oldings for at least 25 years— 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


Mr Chiarelli: —to which, last Thursday, the Minister 
f Agriculture and Food, who said he should not be com- 
ienting, told the media he was interested in the proposal, 
nd: “If there is no legal impediment, I am prepared to take 
‘serious look at it and see if there is something we can do. 
Ve are taking a look at the proposal put on the table to see 
‘it can be made into a legal agreement.” 

Last Friday, the ministry’s $1,000-a-day special legal 
ounsel, Mr Lederer, told the media that “there was never 
) be a statement from the minister.” 

How can the Premier reconcile his minister’s telling 
lis House he cannot comment, then saying there are alter- 
ative sites, then publicly debating a proposed settlement 
nd then having the minister publicly reprimanded by legal 
ounsel, who said there was never to be a statement from 
le minister? 


Mr Bradley: Dalton Camp was right. 


Hon Mr Rae: The member for St Catharines says 
Dalton Camp was right.” I want to point out the Beverly 
lillbillies was a series which lasted for several years, and 
Ow it is in syndication and it can go on indefinitely. That 
; what we are seeing. 

Let me say in answer to the serious question from the 
1ember for Ottawa West that the Ministry of Agriculture 
nd Food has taken a position with respect to the preserva- 
ion of agricultural land. That hearing is going on quite 
adependent of the government, and the OMB will reach a 
ecision independent of the government. 


Mr Chiarelli: The facts on this issue show clearly this 
latter involves executive political action and does not re- 
uire a show trial at the OMB to make a green statement. 
‘he former government asked officials to assist in the ap- 
roval of this project. The minister, with advice from the 
nember for Ottawa Centre, instructed them to strongly 
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oppose it. The minister has now publicly said he supports a 
team in Ottawa and he is prepared to consider the compro- 
mise proposal. 

Will the Premier instruct his minister to immediately 
negotiate a solution to this matter and further act to facili- 
tate a solution that meets the needs of the ministry while 
also serving the needs of Ottawa-Carleton? Who will be 
accountable to the people of Ottawa-Carleton when thou- 
sands of jobs are lost: the minister or the ministry’s 
$1,000-a-day lawyer who said, “There was never to be a 
statement from the minister’? 


Hon Mr Rae: The hearing is under way and proceed- 
ing and I reject categorically the member’s description of 
an Ontario Municipal Board hearing as a show trial. I think 
that is rather strange wording from a member who knows 
full well there is a law with respect to the preservation of 
agricultural land. The law with respect to the preservation 
of agricultural land and rezoning is in place. The Ontario 
Municipal Board hearing is scheduled according to the law 
of the province. To describe any such hearing as a show 
trial, I think, shows a serious lack of understanding by the 
member of exactly what is involved. 


QUESTION PERIOD 


Mr Elston: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: Today 
during the question period, as on other occasions, we have 
had people who have stood on what they pretended to be 
points of order. They took up a fair bit of time. On two 
separate occasions on points of order we had a very long 
orchestrated standing ovation for the Premier which took 
up another several minutes. 

Mr Speaker, I ask that you again address the issue of 
points of order which in fact are known full well by the 
people who have raised them not to be points of order but 
points of view perhaps, points of interest to them perhaps. 
I ask that in the next several days, as we approach the end 
of the session, when these points of order are raised you 
add an appropriate amount to the clock for the question 
period, particularly in situations where those people who 
are now in this House are very much fully aware of the 
fact that there are no points of order about whether or not 
they have a different point of view. 

With respect to the standing ovation, we know full well 
that there are orchestrations of activity in the House to take 
away from the question period drive of the people in the 
opposition, that there are meetings almost every day now 
before question period, at 1 o’clock, wherein there is an 
attempt to take us away from asking the questions. When 
we hear barracking that is going on over there—and | 
understand, Mr Speaker, there are likewise replies from 
this side—when we find that it is so consistently being 
done now by the government side, I wish you would inter- 
vene and replace on the clock the minutes lost to those 
terrible, inconsiderate interruptions. 

Hon Mr Wildman: On the point of order, Mr 
Speaker, I hope you will treat that line of poppycock for 
what it really is. 

Mr Drainville: On the point of order, Mr Speaker, | 
want to be very clear that this House is a deliberative body 
and when information is put into the record which is patently 
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wrong, it needs to be refuted. That is what was happening 
and I was glad to do that. 

The Speaker: To the member for Bruce, who raises a 
number of points, some of which I have drawn to 
members’ attention not only today but on other occasions, 
it places the Speaker in a very awkward position when a 
member rises to raise what she or he believes is a point of 
order. The Speaker does not know what it is until having 
heard it. I have asked members if they would, if at all 
possible, refrain from raising points of order or privilege 
unless absolutely necessary until outside of the question 
period time. No doubt that, plus other extraneous sounds 
not connected with actual questions or responses, does uti- 
lize a considerable amount of time. 

Like not only the member for Bruce but, I believe, all 
members of the House, I am most anxious that we be able 
to accommodate as many members as possible to ask 
questions. Some days we are able to do that and others we 
do not do it so well. As we head into the last few days of 
this sitting, apparently, perhaps members could be a bit 
more restrained in the extra sounds that are emitted and we 
could conduct the public business in a very efficient way. 
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MOTION 


CONSIDERATION OF BILLS 


Miss Martel moved that standing order 85 respecting 
notice of committee hearings be suspended for the consid- 
eration of Bills Pr31, Pr33, Pr34, Pr42, Pr50, Pr63, Pr65 
and Pr75 by the standing committee on regulations and 
private bills on Wednesday 19 June 1991. 


Motion agreed to. 
PETITIONS 


HEALTH INSURANCE 


Mr Ferguson: I have a petition signed by a number of 
residents in my community as well as communities 
throughout southwestern Ontario. In part, it says: 

“We, citizens and taxpayers of Ontario, petition the 
Minister of Health and the Ontario health insurance offi- 
cials to hear our request for fair and equitable rates to be 
paid to US facilities to take care of Ontario residents un- 
dergoing treatment, especially adolescents 12 to 21 years 
of age.” 


WASTE DISPOSAL 


Mr Abel: I have a petition with approximately 150 
signatures addressed to the Legislative Assembly of On- 
tario. It reads: 

“We are opposed to a waste disposal site for compost- 
ing on 63 Parkside Drive in Waterdown.... The activity 
would appear to be illegal both under the town’s bylaw 
and under the Environmental Protection Act. 

“The subject property is bordering on residential 
homes and dangerously close to residential subdivisions 
and the Guy Brown public school. Excessive trucking, 
heavy equipment noise, blowing dust on to the homes, 
road damage, rotten offensive odours, potential well water 
and land contamination, rodent infestation and surrounding 
devalued land are all consequences of this operation.” 


I have signed my name hereto. 
INTRODUCTION OF BILL | 


HEALTH DISCIPLINES AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 


LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI 
SUR LES SCIENCES DE LA SANTE 


Mr Eves moved first reading of Bill 127, An Act to) 
amend the Health Disciplines Act. | 

M. Eves propose la premiére lecture du projet de 
loi 127, Loi portant modification de la Loi sur les sciences | 
de la santé. | 


Motion agreed to. | 
La motion est adoptée. | 


Mr Eves: The purpose of the bill is to amend the 
Health Disciplines Act to provide for the permanent revo- 
cation of licences of members of the College of Physicians 
and Surgeons of Ontario who are found guilty of sexual 
abuse of current and former patients. | 

Subsection 60(5) of the act currently gives the disci- 
pline committee discretion to impose any of several penal- 
ties if a member is found guilty of professional 
misconduct. Professional misconduct is defined in the reg- 
ulations and includes “sexual improprieties.” 

This amendment defines sexual abuse to include the 
more Serious kinds of sexual improprieties and requires the 
permanent revocation of licences of members found guilty 
of such behaviour in addition to the imposition of a fine of 
up to $10,000. The penalty extends to cases involving cur- 
rent patients, all former patients of a member who prac- 
tises psychiatry and, in the case of former patients of 
members other than psychiatrists, to persons who were 
patients less than two years before the occurrence took 
place. 

The bill amends only the English version of the Health 
Disciplines Act because the Legislature has not yet 
adopted an official French version of this act, and that is 
something that perhaps we should all take pains to clarify 
as well. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


EXTENDED HOURS OF MEETING 


Miss Martel moved government notice of motion 20: 

That, notwithstanding standing order 9, the House shall 
continue to meet from 6 pm to 12 midnight on 17, 18, 19, 
20, 24, 25, 26 and 27 June 1991, at which time the Speaker 
shall adjourn the House without motion until the next ses- 
sional day. 

Hon Miss Martel: If I may make an initial statement 
and then have a go-around on this, I am moving the mo- 
tion for extended sittings over the next two weeks and I 
have included within the notice sittings for each night of 
this week, four days, and for next. 

I would like to make two points. Members will recall 
that several weeks ago a decision was reached that in ex- 
change for hearings on the budget this summer the govern- 
ment would put forward some of the legislation which it 
felt it had to get done before the session ended. Indeed, 
over the course of two House leaders’ meetings we came 
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o what I think is a very amicable resolution with respect 
o what business has to be done. 

Within that time frame, I suspect we will sit two nights 
his week and two nights next—that is, Monday and 
Wednesday of this week and Monday and Wednesday of 
1ext—in order to deal specifically with two of the bigger 
ills the government has put in late in the day; that is, the 
vill with respect to Sunday shopping and, second, a bill 
especting rent control. We have blocked those two eve- 
1ings to allow for a very full discussion and for as many 
nembers who wish to participate at this time. 

Second, we have also within the schedule tried very 
lard to arrange off those evenings where various caucuses 
ndicated they had particular functions they would like to 
ittend which were very important to them. We have one as 
well. We have tried—that is, the three House leaders—as 
yest we can to respect the various functions that people 
1eed to attend and to work around them. 

I am moving this motion, because we have some busi- 
1ess that we must conclude, as part of the arrangement we 
nade in order to have public hearings this summer on the 
yudget. I do not expect it will be an onerous task, but it 
will allow members who want to get their points of view 
yn the record with respect to Sunday shopping and rent 
-ontrol to have the time to do that. 


Mr Elston: I must say this is becoming a bit of an 
innual event, and while I do not wish to criticize too 
oundly the steps taken so far to manage our business 
hrough this past session, I must say we might have per- 
ormed much better in this House had there been some 
onsideration of reaching an agreement much earlier be- 
ween the leader of the third party, the member for Nipiss- 
ng, and the member for York South, the Premier of this 
yrOvince. 

The points that were being raised by the member for 
Nipissing were of course real and felt to the depth of his 
ight-wing soul. I know he felt very strongly about his 
oint of view. The point of view shared by the caucus of 
he New Democratic Party with its Premier was likewise 
irmly held and I can understand its resolve to resist even a 
nodicum of movement towards some kind of reasonable 
liscussion with the third party because of its desire to 
lisplay its macho credentials to the public in Ontario. 

But I have to say it has been destructive of the process 
f studying and developing the issues in this House and 
1as prevented us as members of the Legislature from dis- 
laying an ability to consult and speak our minds in this 
douse in the manner in which we ought to be allowed to 
‘Xpress our views. 

That having been said, on behalf of our party I am not 
soing to resist the extension of the hours this evening. We 
ire prepared to go along and sit until midnight if that is the 
vill of the New Democratic Party, but I can tell members 
hat it would have been very easily avoided indeed had 
here been some prior decision taken by the Premier that 
ie would allow a reasonable review of the budget material 
nacommittee of the Legislative Assembly. 

There are other areas in which we might very well use 
his motion to make our points of view known with respect 
0 the manner in which the Premier is managing his overall 
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governmental affairs. There are concerns to no end about 
the manner in which he exercises the use of his principles 
or extends his principles with respect to the operation of 
ministerial business. There is no question about the lack of 
confidence that the people have in the ability of this gov- 
ernment to manage the day-to-day economic issues. We 
might very well have taken our time to expose the New 
Democratic Party for what it is in being unable to manage 
not only the business of the House but also the business of 
the province. 

We might very well have decided to make a very con- 
certed effort to use this debate to talk about the inability of 
the New Democratic Party to manage the economic wel- 
fare of this province. As a result, the extended sittings 
might very well be used as an occasion to point out to the 
people in the province that these individuals are solely and 
entirely responsible for a whole series of misadventures by 
not only ministers but several other people who live in this 
province as well. 
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I cannot say how difficult a position the province is 
being placed in by the inactivity of the New Democratic 
government, how difficult by reason of delay in the imple- 
mentation of several policies and proposals which should 
have been here on the floor of the House, except for the 
machismo that the Premier had tried to display in the early 
showdowns with the leader of the third party. 

It is to me a sad comment, the government’s resort to 
the extended sittings as an answer to getting some business 
done when it might very well have arranged on a consen- 
sus basis to have the issues dealt with in a timely fashion 
here in the Legislative Assembly. There are so many things 
that could have been done better, except they thought they 
would like to show us the bottoms of their boots. That is 
perhaps the way this government will continue to carry on, 
as they display a total disregard for developing, in a con- 
sensus fashion, a way of managing the affairs of the prov- 
ince. It extends to labour-business negotiations; it extends 
to management of the economy; it extends to their dealings 
with the federal government. 

All of these things could make me speak for hours on 
end. However, I have decided that in the interests of get- 
ting on with the business of the day we will acknowledge 
the superior numbers of the New Democrats and their 
mindless adherence to the Premier’s party stance. We will 
let this chamber get on with the debate of the Sunday 
shopping bill, which is for my friend the member for Scar- 
borough North more important than dealing with the 
speech from the member for Bruce, who says he wants to 
express concerns about the way this New Democratic gov- 
ernment has displayed its inability to manage the 
province’s affairs. We will not oppose this. Let’s just get it 
out of the way. Let’s get on with business. 

Finally, because they are in a hurry to get away from 
here for their holidays, these people may want to process 
some business instead of making some grandiose gestures 
of concern, and we will help to process the business 
through. 
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Mr Sterling: I think it is important to note that the 
government has the right to introduce this motion and limit 
debate on this motion going into the last two weeks of 
each period of our session. We do not deny the govern- 
ment the right to extend the hours this evening and each of 
the evenings for the next two weeks if that is necessary in 
order to carry the business. Therefore we will be support- 
ing this motion. We think it is perhaps unfortunate, but I 
think those of us who have been here for a long period of 
time recognize that it is almost a necessary evil. It seems to 
happen all the time in just about every session. Therefore, 
let’s get on with the debate. 


Hon Miss Martel: I appreciate the support from the 
member for Carleton. I would only say in response to the 
comments made by the member for Bruce that there was a 
time when I sat on that side and the former government 
House leader sat over here. In those times it was a fairly 
regular practice of the Liberal Party as well to move this 
motion. While he may talk about how we should have 
organized our business better, etc, I would remind him that 
this motion was moved twice under the Liberals and it was 
moved twice under us. It is becoming, as the member for 
Carleton says, a regular part of this business, and I expect 
it will, but I hope that we can get on with it. Thank you. 


Motion agreed to. 


Hon Miss Martel: Mr Speaker, if I might, I shall go 
in search of the Solicitor General, since he is moving this 
bill. My apologies to the House. 


Mr Elston: I think, Mr Speaker, there ought to be a 
recess until he is found. Since the Solicitor General is 
unable to attend the business of the House, we should have 
a recess until he is found. 


The Deputy Speaker: Is there unanimous consent 
that there be a recess? Any recommendation as to how 
long this recess should be? 


Hon Miss Martel: May I make a suggestion? If you 
would give us five minutes, I shall go in search of him. 


Agreed to. 
The House recessed at 1535. 
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Hon Miss Martel: The minister is on his way. I apol- 
ogize to the House. We had been advised by the official 
Opposition that there would be several speakers on this 
motion. We had assumed they would be vociferous and 
eloquent, etc, and so did not gauge our time accordingly. 
That is the reason for what has happened here today. 


The Deputy Speaker: The minister has just arrived. 


RETAIL BUSINESS ESTABLISHMENTS STATUTE LAW 
AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 


LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT DES LOIS 
EN CE QUI CONCERNE LES ETABLISSEMENTS 
DE COMMERCE DE DETAIL 


Mr Farnan moved second reading of Bill 115, An Act 
to amend the Retail Business Holidays Act and the Em- 
ployment Standards Act in respect of the opening of retail 
business establishments and employment in them. 
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M. Farnan propose la deuxiéme lecture du projet de 
loi 115, Loi modifiant la Loi sur les jours fériés dans le 
commerce de détail et la Loi sur les normes d’emploi en 
ce qui concerne l’ouverture des établissements de com- 
merce de détail et l’emploi dans ces établissements. 


Hon Mr Farnan: It is with great pleasure and a con-| 
siderable degree of pride that I move second reading of 
this important legislation. This government is committed 
to providing Ontarians with a common pause day, a com- 
mitment that was made in the November speech from the 
throne. | | 

Bill 115 establishes a common pause day for Ontario 
while at the same time encouraging tourism, an industry 
that is vital to the economy of many areas of our province. 
There are two parts to the legislation. 

The first amends the Retail Business Holidays Act re- 
garding the operation of retail businesses on Sundays and 
other enumerated holidays. It supports and protects 
Ontario’s tourism industry by providing province-wide cri- 
teria for an exemption for tourism-based businesses re- 
garding holiday closing requirements. 

The second part protects retail employees by giving 
them the absolute right to refuse Sunday and holiday work 
without risk of losing their job or facing disciplinary action 
from an employer. 

Tourism is a vital part of our economy. The changes to 
the Retail Business Holidays Act acknowledge that by pro- 
viding a mechanism to meet the needs of this important 
industry. It is important to note that Ontario’s tourism in- 
dustry is a unique industry with unique requirements. No 
existing or previous legislation has ever adequately ad- 
dressed this fact. Indeed, this government is the first to 
address the significance of tourism. 

Under the current act, municipalities are granted pow- 
ers that are virtually unrestricted to enact bylaws. This 
holds the potential for an inconsistent application of the 
law across the province, thus undermining the importance 
of providing a common pause day for Ontario. The amend- 
ments before the House will establish province-wide cri- 
teria for tourism. These criteria would have to be met 
before an exemption can be granted. This provision strikes 
a balance between responding to local needs and the need 
to have a fair and uniform law that promotes a common 
pause day for the citizens of this province. 

I remind members there is a transitional process to 
minimize confusion during establishment of the new sys- 
tem. Municipal bylaws regarding retail operations on holi- 
days that were in force as of 3 June 1991, the day before 
first reading of this legislation, will continue for one year 
from the date of proclamation of these amendments or 
until the bylaws are repealed, whichever comes first. 

I also remind the members that this government re- 
gards the common pause day issue most seriously, as indi- 
cated in the fact that the amendments set out minimum 
fines for breaches of the law. 

As for the amendments to the Employment Standards 
Act, they will strengthen the rights of retail workers by 
giving them the absolute right to refuse Sunday and holi- 
day work. Even if employees initially agree to work on 
one of these days, they can still change their mind and 
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efuse the holiday work if they so advise their employer 
within 48 hours. In addition, the amendments guarantee an 
-mployee 36 hours of rest in every seven days of work. 

The sooner we can pass second reading and send the 
ssue on to the standing committee on administration of 
ustice for public hearings, the sooner these benefits will 
‘low to the tourist industry, retail workers and all 
Intarians. 
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Mr Curling: I have looked forward with great antici- 
yation to speaking on the amendments to this act. Al- 
hough a few minutes ago I thought the debate would not 
ake place, I must commend the government House leader 
or finding the Solicitor General so he could make his 
pening statements. I am glad to hear him so that we are 
ible to make our comments. We will be making comments 
n more detail as it goes to the committee and the public 
1as an input into this bill that he has put forward here. 

As the Solicitor General first stated, the intent of the 
imendments by the government is to provide two basic 
hings; one is a common pause day with the exception for 
he tourist industry and the other is the absolute right of 
efusal of holiday work for retail workers. 

Whether or not these amendments have accomplished 
his will be judged when we take a closer look at what was 
Jone. As a matter of fact, we do not even have to take a 
loser look. I think the way some of the comments have 
yeen made recently realize that this is not a well-thought- 
hrough bill at all. 

The history of Sunday shopping goes as far back as 
1845. I do not intend to take members through this long 
uistory of Sunday shopping, but here we are in 1991 and I 
should say that when the Liberals were in power, we 
noved very far in addressing some of the concerns that 
were daunting us for years. Today we are here to address 
he amendments before us. 

I want to begin my comments today by quoting the 
words used by a certain member of this Legislature during 
1 debate on this very subject, the legislation to regulate 
Sunday shopping. Not so long ago, that member during 
ustice committee hearings placed a stuffed yellow chicken 
ind a sign saying, “I am not deaf, I am just ignoring you,” 
yn the corner of his desk. His colleague who is sitting 
yeside the member, and I will not name him here, recalls 
very well that those were the gimmicks done by the now 
ninister. 

The same member was thrown out of the Legislature 
‘or calling another member a hypocrite. Can anyone imag- 
ne that this honourable gentleman, who came forward 
oday to present this bill, called one of the most honour- 
ible members in this Legislature, the then Minister of 
Yealth, a hypocrite? Of course, I am speaking of the Solic- 
tor General, who is now putting this bill forward. 

_ Surely the people of Ontario have a right to expect the 
overnment to implement after it is elected what the gov- 
‘mment promised before it was elected. Surely the people 
f Ontario have a right to some honesty and integrity in 
xovernment. Of course, election time is a time to make prom- 
ses. But again, we are all honourable people, advocates of 


all of the concerns of the little people or common people, 
or whatever the NDP put forward. Of course, we are advo- 
cates to an extent that sometimes we can even break the 
law to advance the cause, but people look for honesty and 
integrity and sometimes a bit of consistency. 

This legislation represents yet another series of NDP 
broken promises. The Solicitor General promised special 
exemption for border communities. He has not proven at 
all that he can deliver on that. He criticized the current 
legislation, the municipal option, and then with this legis- 
lation handed to the municipalities what promises to be an 
expensive bureaucratic nightmare. We heard the comments 
after the press conference of some of the interest groups as 
to what the minister has put us into. 

The Solicitor General also promised a province-wide 
common pause day. He has not yet defined what that is. 
This bill does not do that, as the minister would acknowl- 
edge. Of course, it provides that in his opening statement. 

It does not matter to the government of the day that this 
legislation is poorly drafted, very complex and, no need to 
say, unworkable. I will comment on that later on. What 
matters, they say, is that it shows they are committed to a 
principle. As one of my colleagues, the chief whip in my 
party, stated, “If you don’t like our principles, we have 
some more.” 

Taxpayers in Ontario have a right to know why the 
government is so intent on passing legislation which it 
admits to be flawed and unenforceable. As a matter of fact, 
the minister himself admitted that this legislation is going 
to place an onus and a very expensive burden on commu- 
nities across the province. 

The current Minister of Transportation, when he was a 
member of the opposition, once spoke of the importance of 
a government having the courage to admit it is wrong. The 
existing legislation regulating Sunday openings has been 
upheld as constitutional by the Court of Appeal. It did not 
lead to wide-open Sunday shopping as prophesied by this 
NDP government when it was in opposition. I consider 
that legislation, that direction by the then government, to 
have been fair, consistent and, most important, enforceable. 

The NDP members should admit, which they are not 
likely to do, that they are wrong. They were wrong about 
the legislation as drafted by the previous government. 
They should in fairness withdraw this inconsistent, poorly 
drafted, unworkable legislation. But do they listen to us? 
No, I hurry to say, they do not listen; but yes, sometimes 
they do listen. They said they listened to our leader the 
other day when he made some comments to them. They 
said they based their judgement really on the honourable 
leader of our party, the member for Brant-Haldimand. 

Let me just make some quick comments about some of 
the amendments that were put forward by this minister. 
One of the things that is stated in the bill is that a bylaw 
may only be passed to ensure the maintenance and the 
development of tourism. This is a rather restricted way of 
putting this point forward. We have yet to find out the 
definition of “tourism” or even the definition of a “tourist” 
in this bylaw. 

A municipality must ensure, the bill states, that prior to 
passing the bylaw, the area meets provincially developed 
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tourism criteria. As I stated earlier on, when we had passed 
on this, when we considered the Sunday shopping bill, we 
felt that the municipalities had an extremely important role 
to play. We thought it was difficult for us at Queen’s Park, 
along University Avenue, to dictate to all the municipali- 
ties around what should take place. We felt they knew 
exactly whether they would like to open their stores on 
Sunday, whether they wanted designated areas of tourism. 
We moved that responsibility, of course, into the hands or 
the jurisdiction of the municipality. Earlier on I com- 
mented that the member put out his rubber chicken and 
said that was a chicken way out. Today, the same minister 
is asking the municipality to take that responsibility. 

We feel that as he flipped in some respects, in flopping 
and flipping from one position to the other, he has made it 
more confusing. Believe it or not, the minister has made it 
more confusing. What he has done or his party has done is 
decided to put certain provincial criteria and then pass it on 
to the municipalities and say, “Now you do it.” I recall some 
time ago that his leader stated emphatically, and I quote from 
one of his remarks about the municipal option, “You cannot 
protect the worker’s right to refuse, nor can you protect the 
notion of a common pause day, when you have legislation 
decentralizing all this power to the municipalities.” 


Some of the new members here may not recall or they 
may not have been following Hansard or they may not 
have been looking at the TV at night, but I was here. That 
was not even so long ago as a matter of fact; that was last 
year in June, just before the big promises came about in 
the election. The leader felt that abdicating our responsibil- 
ity aS a province to govern would not be the way to pass 
the power on to the municipalities. Members would not 
believe it is the leader of the party who had stated that. The 
flip-flop attitude of this government is quite evident, not 
only in some of the policy issues but in the basic principles 
guiding them in governing this province. 
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Another point I would like to make about the bylaw 
they intend to amend is that a bylaw may only be devel- 
oped following a request from one or more retail establish- 
ments, or within a regional municipality upon request of a 
local municipality. The members know that in our legisla- 
tion we did not require an application for a bylaw to be 
made. It is rather interesting that the minister is asking the 
regional municipality—I want him to help me understand 
this amendment he put forward. By helping me to under- 
stand, I think he will have the people of Ontario under- 
standing this rather confused bylaw that he has put forward 
here. 


I live in Scarborough. That is a municipality within the 
regional municipality, and the mayor is Joyce Trimmer. In 
the regional municipality we have a regional chairman by 
the name of Alan Tonks. If I have a law I would like 
Scarborough to put forward—the mayor would like to— 
for a tourist area, of course we have to appeal to the region 
for this. There is this confusion about the municipality 
asking the region if it can be designated as a tourist area. I 
want the minister, when he comes back, to explain this to 
us so we can fully understand what the process is and why 


he has to make it so adversarial and confusing in his 
amendments. | 

There is another point I would like to make. The 
amendments also make the final decision regarding the 
tourist exemption bylaw the responsibility of the regional 
municipality, following up on my point that the exemption 
bylaw is the responsibility of the regional municipality. If 
the regional municipalities say no, it is all over. What can 
individual retailers do to correct that? They would have to 
challenge them in the courts. I say to the minister today 
that while being a politician is the profession I am so 
happy about, if you want to make money I would advise 
many people to go into law practice because a lot of cases 
will be coming forth. Many lawyers are smiling today 
knowing that a lot of appeals will be coming down. 

The amendments also prescribe procedures of munici- 
pal councils, the ability of the government to prescribe 
regulations and the ability to act for unorganized territo- 
ries. That is not much of a difference and I understand that 
in areas that are unorganized, actually some of the legisla- 
tion can be done here. I have not much complaint about 
that one. 

The final comment I would like to make on this one is 
that the government has made minor alterations to the 
form the bylaw may take regarding classes of retail estab- 
lishments like stores and other related requirements with 
regard to the establishment of, as I said, retail establish- 
ments. In addition to the amendments to section 4, they 
also intend to amend section 6 and section 7. This, as 
indicated, will allow the existing bylaws to continue for 
the first anniversary. I think that is sensible in a way be- 
cause I know that for many people, as laws are changed, it 
throws in a lot of confusion. I can say yes, that as 3 June, 
as the minister has described, if laws are in existence then, 
the anniversary will be 12 months or a year after that. It 
gives them time to adjust. 

I just want to make some comments about the other 
part on the Employment Standards Act. I know the NDP 
government feels that it is the greatest advocate for work- 
ers. If the members are sensitive to it, let me tell them that 
this amendment will not in any way protect anyone. It is 
unenforceable. 

First, to begin with, it is stated that you could give 48 
hours’ notice if you wish not to work on a holiday or on a 
Sunday. I think that is rather inadequate considering the 
fact that if someone is going to work on a Sunday—the 
minister does not have to answer until we get him into the 
committee—and on Friday evening he or she states to his 
or her employer that he or she will not work on Sunday, he 
or she has lived up to the requirement of giving 48 hours’ 
notice. I feel it places the employer in a peculiar position 
to find someone by the time it is Sunday. 

I think when the government brings laws into place it 
must make them balanced in the interests of both sides or 
three sides or four sides, whatever the number of parties 
that are involved. Some of these employers, as the mem- 
bers know, are finding it very difficult to find skilled 
labourers, skilled work people. So I would like the minis- 
ter to consider that on the employer’s side of it. At times 
over on that side the NDP government believes only it 
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thinks of workers. I think it must be a government for all 
people. 

I am concerned too that if an individual, a worker, says 
he or she is unable to work on that day, and of course has 
legitimate reasons why he or she cannot work on that day, 
an employer may not punish that individual for not work- 
ing on that day but may start enforcing some rather strict 
procedures on this individual for other days. Maybe that 
individual may not be able to work on a 6 o’clock to 12 
midnight shift, or graveyard shift, and because the individ- 
ual has indicated that he or she cannot work on a holiday 
or a Sunday, he or she may now be asked to work on a 
shift basis. Refusing to do so, of course, may result in that 
individual losing his or her job for not living up to the 
requirements of the workplace. 

I am telling the minister that this bill is unenforceable. 
I think it was hurried. I think his government was unpro- 
ductive, found itself coming to a time when the House 
would be adjourned and had nothing to show the people. 
Many promises it has made—it was demonstrated in its 
rent control bill that it was not thought through. It is now 
demonstrated in this bill. It was demonstrated when we 
wanted some explanation about tourism exemptions. Then 
it said its tourism criteria were placed before us. 

I am no lawyer, but the number of gaps or unexplained 
things in this will tell the members that it was not thought 
through. One of the areas stated that the area has to have 
historical or natural attractions. I do not know what that is. 
I do not know what its history is. Is it because it has been 
around a long time that makes it history? What is a natural 
attraction? I do not know. 

The area has to have cultural or ethnic attractions. 
Again, I do not know what that means. If we have people 
of Irish descent living in an area, if we said there is much 
of an ethnic attraction there, of course there is a great 
attraction for the Irish people, but is that a tourist attrac- 
tion? Will someone then apply to have the area designated 
as a tourist area? 

It must predominantly provide for “shopping activities 
which feature a unified concept or theme, farmers’ mar- 
kets, the sale of heritage or handicraft items, the sale of 
items unique to the locale or of other specialized shopping 
activities catering to visitors.” 
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Ido not know what a visitor is. I am saying to the 
minister that it was not thought through. The government 
has a couple of days to go before the House adjourns. It 
would like it to demonstrate to the people that it lives up to 
its promises. The members opposite are the government 
now. There is a big bureaucracy, a very well-oiled, good 
bureaucracy that can draft good guidelines and good legis- 
lation. This is not what we call a guideline. 

__ Maybe that is why the minister said, “Yes, we thought 
there was more to it.” We called the bureaucrats and the 
minister sent the bureaucrats on a trip to all the caucuses to 
2xplain what this was about. Let me report to the minister. 
He wants feedback, he said. They were telling us that there 
is a guideline to explain a guideline. 

What a hole. What a gap. Someone described this bill 
as so wide open you could drive a $10-billion deficit 
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through it. The government is causing chaos. It is going to 
be very expensive. 

I have great respect for the bureaucrats. I have worked 
for some of the best bureaucrats in the world. As a matter 
of fact, I think the Ministry of Housing and the Ministry of 
Skills Development have the best bureaucrats in the entire 
world. I am sure that what they lacks is leadership to show 
them where to go and what to write. They do not need to 
be hurried. They do not need to draft legislation because 
they have a couple of days to show the people they have 
done something. Maybe they were too busy stumbling 
over each other, stumbling and getting into trouble. 

I would say to the minister, since at times he seeks our 
advice, to withdraw this bill and come back when he has 
good regulations. He should come back when the regula- 
tions are not so wide open, not so unexplained. He should 
come back when we do not need a guideline to explain a 
guideline, so we can move expeditiously through the pro- 
cess and not make it up as we go along. 

I told the minister that Sunday shopping—he knows it 
too—has been around a very long time. We thought about 
it and we put forward legislation. When we were in gov- 
ernment we had placed this government on the right track. 
We told the government that one has to be sensitive to all 
the areas. As a matter of fact, they challenged us in court. 
We won that case, so we are saying to the minister that we 
have set the plateau. We set the road for this government. I 
think the problem here is that while they have roads, and 
while we have equipped them with limousines and chauf- 
feurs, they do not know where they are going. The govern- 
ment has good drivers. It has excellent bureaucrats. They 
need to know where the government wants to go. They 
need to know, without any great explanation, exactly what 
it is the government wants. Tell them that what was prom- 
ised in the campaign is not so any more. They will under- 
stand that. Tell us and we on this side will do our utmost to 
make it the best legislation around. 

I tell the minister there is hope. The government has 
said it will not call a snap election, so it has a good time in 
which to carefully do that. I commend it for saying it is 
going to let the public have some input, but let me caution 
the minister on this. 

We will not be fooled any more that the government 
will have open discussion with the public if it sends a 
memorandum around saying that we who are elected 
members must not participate. I think that is a kick in the 
face of democracy. I hope if I or any of my colleagues go 
to those hearings, the minister will allow that, not like his 
colleague the Minister of Housing, who decided that we 
shall not speak because, “We know better than anyone else 
and you, the elected members of this House, may not 
speak.” The minister is not a man of that type of character. 
I know the Solicitor General well. If he attempts that, I 
will seek advice from all, from my leader of the House and 
the leader of the party outside, to make sure that the people 
are heard. I commend the minister for putting it through a 
public hearing. 

We look forward with great anticipation to debating 
this Bill 115, if the minister chooses not to withdraw it, 
which is the best advice I can give him, but again, with the 
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stubbornness and the determined aspect of this govern- 
ment, it will be put through. We are ready, and I have given 
the minister notice of the concerns that we have. I have given 
him notice that his guidelines are weak. His guidelines are 
things that we feel need much more explanation. 

Mr Elston: And they have secret guidelines too. 


Mr Curling: Yes, and also, not only the guidelines, 
not only guidelines to explain the guidelines, but also all 
the secret guidelines too. It is shown in their conflict of 
interest that they have other guidelines. It is difficult for us 
to deal with that. We do not like those hidden agendas that 
they have. Just for the record, because it is very important, 
the wonderful thing about this Parliament is that things are 
documented, just to remind these members here. 

Some of the things I want to talk about include the 
protection of workers and some of the quotations here. In 
answer to a question, “By your own admission, though, the 
right to refuse work on Sunday is rather spineless, it is 
weak; it cannot be enforced,” the honourable minister an- 
swered in his great fashion, so distinctly, so clear, “Let me 
tell you that there is no question what you say is true’”— 
spineless, unworkable, rather weak legislation. 

When I heard the honourable member stated that in 
Focus Ontario, I was extremely proud of him that he ad- 
mitted to the millions of people across Ontario—his pos- 
ture was of such honesty; he is an honourable man and an 
honest man—that this is spineless, weak and unenforce- 
able legislation. 

Then we asked him in the House if he said that, and I 
know how uncomfortable the minister was at the time to 
do that. He said, “I didn’t say that.” He said he was inter- 
rupted, but for the record, members can get the script 
where he proceeded to talk about protection of workers 
and the Occupational Health and Safety Act in the typical 
way of not answering the question. 

In another quotation from the people, the United Food 
and Commercial Workers International Union on protec- 
tion for workers, hear what they say, “Maybe no one will 
get fired for not working Sundays, but you can bet they’ ll 
get fired for something else if they don’t.” I brought the 
point up to the minister as I illustrated to him about those 
who may refuse to work on Sundays or holidays and who 
may be placed on shift work and be unable to do so. I 
caution him to look on those things. 

One of the concerns that was raised had me a bit both- 
ered, and I want the minister to take a look at this. The 
minister has given power or responsibility to individuals or 
organizations that they did not ask for. Here is a quotation 
that came about from that, “It’s hard to understand how we 
have been placed in a regulatory position to a degree that 
we neither asked for, sought for nor wished to have, and all 
without any consultation from the government.” This came 
from the president of the Ontario Chamber of Commerce. 
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This government should not take the people for 
granted, which it is doing, just by the decision that was 
made even on Thursday. I sense what the people want. 
Therefore, the Ontario Chamber of Commerce is asking 
the minister, “Why are you giving us this responsibility?” 


Maybe they would like it, but they said to the minister that 
they would much rather be consulted before these things. 
are passed on to them. 

I never like to include any other parties in this. It is 
funny, while I was doing some of the research, I saw 
where the Tories have changed their views now. I am glad 
to know they have started looking very seriously now at 
Sunday shopping. It seems to me there is a closeness be- 
tween us here. 

In some of the information that we have passed on, 
they state: “The Solicitor General is going to have a patch- 
work across this province, so they start focusing on Sun- 
day shopping. He is going to have uncertainty. This 
legislation is a direct pathway to the courts, and I say 
shame on him.” That is the honourable leader of the third 
party. 

Things are coming together. I am saying to the Solici- 
tor General that both sides of the fence here in the opposi- 
tion are watching very carefully. Now that I have started 
watching about Sunday shopping and have a broader ap- 
proach to Sunday shopping, not a one-sided view about 
it—those are the Tories I speak of—we watch very closely 
and anticipate with great excitement the fact of representa- 
tion of all the people, taking into consideration this diverse 
multicultural society that we have, the sensitivity of re- 
gions, of tourism and border shopping, which the govern- 
ment promised and has now decided it will not-do 
anything about. We are looking very closely and look for- 
ward to a very healthy debate. 

Hon Mr Farnan: I want to recognize the member’s 
introduction of debate on behalf of the official opposition. 
Apart from some personal and partisan embroidery which 
entered very briefly into his comments, I think he has 
started off the debate by addressing the issues in a substan- 
tive way. I want to commend him for that. 

It is very important, of course, that we recognize the 
fact that we can disagree. We will deal with many of the 
issues aS we examine the legislation through the debate 
and through the hearings. . 

But I think it is important that the member recognize 
there are fundamental principles at stake: the principle of a 
common pause day, whereby we wish to strengthen family 
and community life; the principle by which we want to 
protect retail workers; the principle by which we want to 
have an exemption for tourism because it is a cornerstone 
of our economy; the principle by which we want to work 
with our municipalities in partnership by providing provin- 
cial guidelines that allow for local sensitivity and responsi- 
ble guidance from the province. 

These are principles, and I do not want the member 
given some false signals. We are going out to listen. The 
principles are not up for negotiation. We are prepared to 
listen to other matters that surround the legislation that 
may affect fine-tuning, but this government is committed 
to a common pause day: committed as it was in the elec- 
tion; committed as it was in the throne speech; committed 
as it was in the Premier’s public statements; and commit- 
ted as it is in the legislation as it currently stands. 

Gerald Vandezande, director of Fairness for Families, 
said, “What Mike Farnan emphasized today was the value 
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yf community life and family life.” This is an organization 
epresenting unions, churches and retailers. We believe we 
re on the right track. 


Mr Curling: I just want to comment on that and to 
ay to the honourable member about the last quotation he 
nade that I think he should get Mr Vandezande in and 
liscuss with him too, because he has further thoughts, now 
hat he has been able to digest this. He has a bit of indiges- 
ion. It is good the Solicitor General thought Mr 
Vandezande has worked extremely hard. Of course, com- 
ng from a very respectable riding, I expect the highest 
‘alibre of presentation from Mr Vandezande. 

The member said I made partisan shots towards him. 
sverything is back to right here. 

Again, as I said, I look forward to this debate when it 
‘omes to second reading. 


Mr Harris: I regret that I cannot stay here all day and 
hrough until midnight tonight, because I do have a few 
‘ther commitments on today, but I wanted to say a few 
vords. I know there are a number of members of my party 
vho have some very strong feelings about this legislation, 
bout the intent of it and then its ability to live up to that 
ntent. I think they all have some very constructive com- 
nents to make, either regarding the necessity for the bill, 
he intent, and then whether the bill meets those objectives 
yr that intent. 

It is an issue, of course, that I think there is a fair sense 
yf disagreement on across the province from those pro and 
ypposed to Sunday shopping. However, I want to briefly 
alk about changes to the Employment Standards Act be- 
ore I get to the bill itself. 

I appreciate the introduction of this section 3 of the bill 
lealing with the Employment Standards Act. I believe it 
ould have gone further than it does in trying to provide 
or a day a week, a pause day, for members of families. It 
eems to pick on Sunday and say there is a possibility 
inder this bill to choose Sunday and provide some degree 
yf protection for that. 

-However, I believe most members would know there 
ire many, many people in this province for whom Sunday, 
f the only option for them, does not suit their family cir- 
cumstances. It may be because of religion. It may be that 
hey are married to firepersons or to police persons or it 
nay be that they are married to miners or it may be that 
hey are married to shift workers, many of whom have to 
vork on Sundays. It may mean they are married to doc- 
ors. It may mean they are married to nurses. It may mean 
hey are married to ambulance attendants. It may mean 
hey are married to politicians, in which case they never 
ee us. There are so many people for whom having the 
yption of being able to reject work on Sunday is of no 
yenefit to be able to have a day with their family, with their 
thildren or with their spouse or whatever their family cir- 
‘umstances are. 

_ It struck me that what we should be striving for is a 
viece of legislation to allow workers—every retail worker 
n this case a choice. Many will say, “Why retail workers 
ind not others?” Many of the others are dealing with nec- 
Ssary services, and we recognize that, I believe. I also 
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think we are in a transition period in the retail business and 
a period of time with this type of protection might be very 
helpful to all full-time workers to allow them to choose a 
pause day that suits their family circumstances and religion. 

What the minister is doing by zeroing in on Sunday is 
saying: “Ill tell you when’s good for you. I’ll tell you 
what is good, whether your religion and Sabbath is cele- 
brated on Sunday or not. I’ll tell you. It’s Sunday. That’s 
ite 

I find that offensive. I think that is wrong in our soci- 
ety. I think it is wrong for many people in many aspects of 
jobs for the minister and the government to come out and 
say, “We’ll tell you how to live your life; we’ll tell you 
when to take your pause day.” I object to that and I think it 
is wrong. However, I support the principle. 
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I also want to address the issue of whether it is enforce- 
able or not. I assume the Liberals are supporting all aspects 
of this bill, because it meets exactly what they thought was 
the solution. 

First, it provides some worker protection. Even though 
I admit it is very difficult and not completely enforceable, I 
believe the minister goes a little bit further. I still have to 
say it is not 100% enforceable, there is no question about 
that, but I believe it is a move in the right direction. I 
believe it makes a statement, particularly if it were to 
allow family members, full-time retail workers, to pick the 
common pause day that suits their circumstances. 

Second, I assume the Liberals are supporting it because 
this is the municipal option. It is saying to the municipali- 
ties: “You decide. Here are some criteria that you can use 
to make a decision, but the responsibility is yours.” That 
was the Liberal solution as well. 

I am not quite sure what the member for Scarborough 
North was talking about when he referred to the members 
of the Conservative Party and looked at me. I have been 
very consistent in my opposition to the Liberal bill, as I 
will be in opposition to this bill when it comes to the 
dumping off on municipalities. I oppose that aspect of it. I 
think it is wrong. 

I agreed with the Solicitor General, who toted a 
chicken all around the province and said it is the chicken 
way out to leave it to the municipalities. I agreed with the 
former Solicitor General, Joan Smith, who said this is the 
chicken way out, and then she brought it in. 

I guess I would have a little more sympathy if the 
Solicitor General just stood up and said: “Okay, we took 
the chicken way out. I said it was a chicken way out when 
the other government did it and now we’re doing it too.” If 
they would acknowledge and admit that, I might have a 
little more respect and understanding, because that is what 
it is. 

Of course the issue is Sunday working, not Sunday 
shopping. Some people are having to work on Sunday who 
may not want to. I am of the view that it is this aspect of 
the Employment Standards Act that we should focus on, 
because if we can strive and find a way to give the right to 
every full-time retail worker in the province to be able to 
choose a pause day common for his family circumstances, 
common for him, that means something to him, not common 
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according to the minister’s definition or religion or circum- 
stance but common to him, what need is there for the other 
piece of legislation? 

I want to talk about the other piece of legislation. I 
cannot tell members how disappointed I was to hear the 
minister today saying that the whole reason for the legisla- 
tion is to have a common pause day. The whole bill de- 
scribes how we do not have a common pause 
day—exemptions for this, exemptions for that, border 
communities can qualify, tourism areas can qualify, every- 
body can qualify. I am going to talk about the criteria; you 
can drive a truck through them. There is not a town, store 
or municipality that cannot open in this province on these 
criteria; not one. 

Basically we have the Liberal bill, the municipality 
decides, with some criteria. Let’s look at the criteria, be- 
cause these are what are being touted as being new. The 
criteria start out with tourism. It is part I, Retail Business 
Holidays Act amendments. 

“Persons carrying on retail businesses in a municipality 
will be able to apply individually or in combination or 
through a representative organization for a bylaw. The 
council will be required to hold a public hearing before 
passing a bylaw.” Same as the Liberal bill; you have to 
have a hearing. 

Even if the tourism criteria are met, council is not re- 
quired to pass the bylaw. “The council’s decision will be 
final.” No provision is made for appeal to the province; ie, 
the buck stops at the municipality, at the city, at the town. 
The province is going to wash its hands of this, even 
though it is its legislation. Then you can appeal to the 
courts. 

So we are going to have the patchwork, the quilt, we 
are going to have those municipalities open that wish to 
open, and those that do not wish to, for whatever reason, 
not open. It is a municipal decision. 

I think we are going to have border communities open- 
ing. I think they are going to be competing with communi- 
ties that border the border communities and will have very 
unfair competition. We are going to have the same unfair- 
ness that we have today, the same unfairness that we had 
when the former legislation was there. It made sense 20 
years ago but does not make sense today. 

Everybody wants to go back to 20 years ago. I have 
heard more people talk about the old Conservative bill, 
how it worked 20 years ago. Of course it did. Corner stores 
served candy and some pop. They were not full-blown 
grocery stores like they are today. We had drugstores that 
were drugstores and sold drugs. Now drugstores are hard- 
ware stores, clothing stores and grocery stores. It is very 
unfair. It is very unfair just even within a community. 

As well, we have fruit stands. They are okay. Fruit 
stands are all right. Fruit stands are now full-blown meat 
markets, selling all groceries and everything else. 

We have video stores. This government says it is going 
to exempt video stores. They will be allowed to sell videos 
or rent videos, but video stores also sell televisions, they 
sell recorders, they sell equipment. They compete directly 
with somebody across the street who cannot open. That is 
not fair. There is no fairness in this. 
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This government has to ask itself whether it can legis- 
late fairness. If they really believed in a common pause 
day, if that was their goal, they could have shut everybody 
down on Sunday. Everybody. That would be common. No 
Sunday shopping. There might have been exemptions, 
Hospitals could dispense drugs if drugs were a necessity. If 
they want that, that is one choice. I do not happen to be a 
proponent of that—I think it is silly—but that is one 
choice. 

What this government has done with this bill is it has 
made absolutely nobody happy. Municipalities are not 
happy. Those who want Sunday shopping are not happy. 
Those who are opposed to Sunday shopping are really not 
happy, particularly as they understand the bill. 

Let’s get back to the tourism criteria. We have retail 
stores under 7,500 feet and retail stores over 7,500 feet, 
two different cases. Stores under 7,500 feet with fewer 
than eight employees serving the public are automatically 
included in any bylaw in so far as they are contained 
within the designated area. So if Windsor says, “We’re a 
tourist area,” any store under 7,500 feet automatically gets 
to open. That is not appealable once Windsor passes that 
bylaw. 

Then we have over 7,500 feet. Here is the criterion, 
“Retail business establishments in a geographic area may 
be exempted if the area has characteristics which fall under 
two or more of the following categories.” 

The first is that “the area has historical or natural at- 
tractions.” I have not been to a town, a city, a community 
anywhere in this province that has not been proud of its 
history, of its historical or natural attractions. I have not 
been to one. I remember my maiden speech when I talked 
about North Bay, Nipissing, Verner and Sturgeon Falls. I 
have heard every member give speeches on the throne 
speech or on some other thing, it really does not matter 
very much, so that we talk about our ridings. I cannot 
believe there is an area that will not be able to have some 
kind of historical or natural attraction. 
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“The area has cultural or ethnic attractions.” There may 
be some that do not have; I cannot think of any. I think of 
my community, I think of the smallest towns and how 
proud they are of their heritage, of their cultural back- 
ground. 

“The area provides a concentration of hospitality ser- 
vices.” I guess it depends on what your definition of con- 
centration of hospitality is. They may not be able to qualify 
under that, but all they have to do is hit two and they are 
in. 

Number 4, “The area predominantly provides for shop- 
ping activities which feature a unified concept or theme, 
farmers’ markets....” Virtually every community has a 
farmers’ market somewhere, so that is in; that community 
qualifies. 

“The sale of heritage or handicraft items.” Maybe 
some of the very small towns do not, but show me an area 
that does not sell Eskimo carvings or moccasins made by 
natives throughout many areas in Ontario. Many of them 
come from my riding in Nipissing. 
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Number 5, “The area provides access to hiking, boat- 
ing, camping, fishing or other outdoor recreation pursuits.” 
There may be some areas that do not border or are not very 
close to a lake or where there is no boating. I suggest we 
are into the majority of the province now. There may be 
some areas that do not have that, but show me an area that 
does not have some area to hike,.to camp. There may not 
always be fishing, there may not always be boating, “or 
other outdoor recreation pursuit.” Show me a town any- 
where in this province that does not have some outdoor 
recreational pursuit—cross-country skiing, tennis, base- 
ball, cycling, hiking, walking, bird-watching, looking at 
the northern lights. I cannot think of one. 

The municipalities can drive a truck through this. All 


they have to do is qualify in these two, and the courts are . 


going to interpret them. The courts will interpret them, 
secause there is no appeal to the province. What we have 
nere is, virtually any municipality that wishes to open can 
pen. 

Then you have some other ones for stores over 7,500 
square feet. All we have done so far is, if they wish, to 
pen virtually every store in the province under 7,500 feet. 

Now we have some other things. Retail establishments 
which are in excess of 7,500 square feet or have eight or 
more employees to serve the public have to meet these 
criteria—we have already established they can all meet 
hhose—and then they have to meet one of these other ones: 
‘1. Is recognized for its historical features or distinctive 
architectural features.” The Eaton Centre is envied all over 
he world. It obviously qualifies as a distinctive architec- 
‘ural feature. I do not think there is any question about that. 
Presumably what you have to do, when you are build- 
ng your mall, is have some kind of unique architectural 
feature in it. The Ghermezian brothers can tell us how to 
Jo that, except they all want to build in the States where 
hey do not have to worry about the excess government. 
So I think most could qualify for that. Not everyone will 
de able to meet the historical feature criterion there. I 
Joubt that everybody can drive through that one, but you 
1eed only one of these. 

“Features items of cultural or ethnic appeal.” I am sure 
he Eaton Centre has a hunk of soapstone somewhere in it, 
30 now it is in. I checked around most stores. In North Bay 
here are all kinds of stores. I know in Shoppers Drug Mart 
you will be able to find some kind of cultural of ethnic 
tem and if you cannot, if you want to open on Sundays 
and sell the other 99% of your products, you are going to 
Joggone well make sure one of your 85 million products is 
1 pair of nice hand-sewn moccasins. It might improve 
dusiness for the natives in Ojibway band 10 in Nipissing. 
So it might do something there, but you could drive a truck 
hrough that one. 

) “3. Provides specialized goods or services, such as her- 
‘tage or handicraft items.” It is not too tough to do that. 
Canadian Tire can make sure that at least one of its 85,000 
items is a heritage or a handicraft item. They can drive a 
tuck through that. They have to meet only one of these 
criteria anyway. 

“4, Provides goods or services necessary to tourist ac- 
‘ivities in the area served by the establishment.” I assume 
| 
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shopping is a legitimate tourist activity. I do not know why 
else you have the tourist exemptions. If there happens to 
be a tourist anywhere, any time, who finds his way into 
Sturgeon Falls or North Bay, the store had better provide 
some goods or services that would be necessary to tourist 
activities. I guess if you sold charcoal briquettes, that 
would qualify, so everybody just has to sell those. Unless 
the minister is going to legislate that Shoppers Drug Mart, 
Canadian Tire and other stores have to limit themselves to 
those products, they cannot actually have products to serve 
tourists so they can meet the criteria. Maybe we are going 
to go that far with the legislation. 

What we have here is an absolute joke. What we have 
here is the same as the Liberal bill with some excuse that 
there are some criteria here. What makes this even worse 
than the Liberal bill is that the government has set itself up 
and said: “We’ve done something. It’s different.” You have 
misled, in my view— 

The Deputy Speaker: Order. There are many other 
words in the English dictionary. Would you please with- 
draw that word? 

Mr Harris: This legislation, in my view, will mislead 
many people into believing that there is a common pause 
day. 

The Deputy Speaker: Order. Would you again with- 
draw that word “mislead”? 

Mr Harris: No, I am sorry, I will not, Mr Speaker. 
“This legislation will mislead many people into believing,” 
is what I said, not “this minister,” not “this person,” this 
legislation is what I am talking about. 

The Deputy Speaker: I think the leader of the third 
party knows better and will withdraw that word. I will ask 
you to do so. 


Mr Harris: If it makes you happy, Mr Speaker, I will 
withdraw it. 

Many people, after listening to the minister, will be- 
lieve there will be a common pause day and there will not 
be. Many people, after listening to the minister, will be- 
lieve this is a province-wide decision and it is not, it is a 
municipal decision. That is the disgrace of it. 

When the minister introduced the bill, the groups that 
responded—and he will quote back all the groups that are 
happy with the bill because they read the minister’s state- 
ment that said, “This bill will do this, this, this and this.” 
People said, “Good, that’s what we want.” But now when 
they look at the bill they see it does not do all of those 
things the minister said it would do. Now they are saying, 
“We don’t like the legislation.” That is why I am dealing 
with the specifics of the legislation and pointing out why 
the statements of the minister do not jibe with the actual 
legislation and the bill that has been brought forward. 

I asked a number of questions in this House. I asked 
the government if, during the period where there was no 
legislation in place, where it was ruled unconstitutional— 
we had nine months in this province of self-regulation. 
Self-regulation is where those stores who wished to open 
could open and those who did not, did not. It did not 
require the courts, it did not require the police, it did not 
require hordes of bureaucrats, it did not require lawyers, it 
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did not require anything; it was self-regulation. That was 
the first time in Ontario’s history we had that period of 
time. 

I said: “This is new information. We did not have it 20 
years ago or 10 years ago; we did not have it when the 
Liberals brought in the bill; this was new information. 
Have you analysed what happened in this province? First 
of all, was there wide-open Sunday shopping without any 
legislation?” No, there was not wide-open Sunday shop- 
ping. Those who wished to open, opened; those who did 
not, did not. Many communities, districts, areas of the 
whole province did not open because they did not wish to. 
And they did not feel they were forced into it to keep up 
with the Joneses or this business or that business, they just 
made the decision and it worked fine. It cost nothing: no 
police officers, no judges, no lawyers, no legislators, no 
bureaucrats, nothing. 

I asked the government if it did any analysis. It said: 
“No, we don’t want to know that; that might make com- 
mon sense. Don’t bring us that, we want to hire more 
people, spend more money, tie up the court system, get the 
police involved. We want to pretend we’re doing some- 
thing. We want to show the people we’re bringing in legis- 
lation.” If it works on its own, my gosh, would that not be 
terrible? We would not need government if more things 
worked on their own. I scratch my head at that because 
that makes no common sense to me, absolutely none. 
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I asked them if they had analysed church attendance. I 
mentioned that because a number of churches have raised 
concerns about Sunday. Obviously they are not the 
churches or those religions whose holy day is Saturday, 
Friday or another day. They are the traditional Sunday 
ones. I asked the minister whether he had done any analy- 
sis or had any information available on church attendance. 
I remember reading one article in the paper where my 
understanding was that church attendance went up 1% dur- 
ing that period. I know there was an exhaustive study done 
in Vermont where they went to self-regulation—you could 
open if you want or not if you want. There was no Sunday 
closing law and church attendance went up in Vermont. I 
thought that was important information for us to have if 
one of our concerns is the ability of people to worship on 
their day of worship. The government has said, “That is 
Sunday, folks”—but on any day. 

Then I go back to the legislation. For every full-time 
retail worker to be able to choose their day I say, does that 
accomplish it? I think it does. I think if every retail worker 
has the choice—virtually all of those who wish to open on 
Sunday have said: “We agree, that is no problem because 
many thousands of people want to work on Sunday, and 
even thousands more who have been thrown out of work 
Since you rascals took office, that that is not a problem for 
us and we want to accommodate our workers. We are 
happy to have that.” I asked if the minister had done a 
study or analysis of that. He said no. He did not care, that 
might make too much sense. 

I have come to the conclusion that what we are dealing 
with is not legislatable and I think the minister has come to 
that conclusion too. He promised a common pause day. He 
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is going to shut them down on Sunday and now we have a 
bill saying, with regulations you can drive a truck through, 
here is how you open on Sunday if you want. I believe he 
has come to the same conclusion as I have. I am prepared 
to acknowledge it, admit it and come forward and tell it 
like it is because the Liberals could not draft the bill for a 
common pause day. They tried to pretend they could and 
this government has not been able to draft a bill either to 
provide for a common pause day. What it has drafted is 
going to be expensive. It is going to be unfair. We are 
going to have some stores open selling exactly the same 
products as stores across the street or in another town that 
cannot open. There is going to be this patchwork effect. 
Eventually it will lead to all municipalities having to open 
or they will not have any retailers left. 

I believe the government should look at the experience 
of the nine months of self-regulation and it may have to 
overcome some philosophical barrier these socialists seem 
to have that if government does not run it, legislate it; if 
there are not a whole bunch of bureaucrats required, then it 
cannot possibly work on its own. This government has to 
overcome that. I encourage it to think about that and see if 
it can overcome that philosophical problem I believe it has 
and use its head and common sense and think about what 
will work and what will not work. If the government does 
that, I believe it will be honest with people and up front. I 
think it will get great credit for that. I have not seen this 
party do that yet; it is about time it figured that out. That is 
one of the main reasons the public is so fed up with all of 
it. 

The government will save a lot of money. It will save 
municipalities a lot of grief. It will free up a lot of court 
time. I suggest our justice system is on the brink of chaos 
when it comes to the amount of time available in the court. 
We see the kinds of people who are going off scot-free 
because the court system is so clogged up. We will free up 
a lot of police time. We will free up a lot of bureaucratic 
time. We will free up legislative time. We will save a lot of 
money and we will have the exact same result at the end of 
the day with a lot less unfairness. 

It will be cheaper, more efficient, more fair, and I think 
the government will accomplish the same thing. In fact, I 
believe that if the government passes this, five years from 
now there will be more stores open on Sunday than there 
would be if the government left it to self-regulation. I think 
the government will find that. If it actually examines some 
other jurisdictions, it will indeed find that being open has 
not been the panacea many of them thought. They had a 
choice, and they did not have to do it to keep up with the 
unfairness of market share of others. They did not have to 
do that. 

I have not even talked about cross-border shopping and 
the difficulty in border communities because I agree with 
the government on one aspect: that Sunday shopping is not 
the total problem. In fact, if we could address the issues 
and the problems it may not be that significant a factor, 
although there are still a lot of people who would like to 
shop on Sunday. If we could get our act together and 
prices on the US side were higher than ours, I still think 
they would shop on Sunday for the enjoyment, for the 
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yuting and that is their day. Some will, but surely not what 
s happening today. 

To compound this Sunday shopping problem, created 
yy federal, provincial and municipal governments with all 
heir taxes and regulations where we cannot compete—we 
re not on a level playing field—by saying to border com- 
nunities, “We expect you to shut down on Sunday unless 
here is some compelling reason”—I do not agree with the 
rovernment’s premise. Even though that may be the 
rovernment’s premise, its bill does not do that. You can 
lrive a truck through this, if those municipalities want to 
pen. 

I do not want to go on any further. I could bring up the 
eal estate industry and rumours, maybe not true, that 
omebody directed the police to start shutting down some 
if the offices on Sunday. Many of the real estate agents up 
ny way are dealing with recreation property; people are 
iot free to go and see it, to deal with it, to come into the 
\ffice to talk about it, unless it is on the weekend—a time- 
\onoured tradition. 

If you look at any newspaper—when are all the open 
\ouses? They are on Sunday. Why do the real estate of- 
ices have their open houses on Sunday? They do not want 
© work on Sunday. That is when people want to go and 
hop around and look at houses. Is the government going 
0 shut this down? I do not know. You get into border 
ommunities, I guess—they are going across the border to 
ive anyway. 

One of the most shocking things—I digress, but I am 
‘oing to do it anyway—to me was the number of calls 
rom the Ministry of Transportation employees in anticipa- 
ion of their transfer to St Catharines, inquiring, “Could we 
till work for the government in St Catharines at MTC and 
uy a house in the United States and live there where we 
an afford to live a lot cheaper?” Go ahead and check it, 
sk about the number of employees who inquired about 
hat. 

The real estate industry made me think about that, be- 
ause in our whole combination of taxes and regulations 
ve-are not competitive there either. We are not competitive 
vith Quebec, and people in Ottawa are flocking across the 
iver. They want to live in Hull because it is so much 
heaper, the taxes are so much less. The businesses want to 
ocate in Hull because they have a chance to make a buck 
here. They have a government that says, “We want you to 
¢ profitable and successful and make some money, be- 
ause we know that’s what employs people,” whereas we 
ave one that says, “No, if you actually beat us, if you get 
hrough all our legislation and all our taxes and you make 
* we just want you to know we have some idea of 
ow we can get that money back off you anyhow.” And 
he government wonders why they do not want to set up 
jusiness here in Ontario. 
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This legislation is wrong, expensive and ignores what I 

hink is the most commonsense, logical solution that costs 
© money, frees up resources for other areas and in the 
ng run will lead to less Sunday shopping than this legis- 
tion will. It would be fair if we left it to people to open if 
ey wish with the labour legislation I have proposed and 
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talked about. That is actually even stronger and more en- 
compassing than this government’s legislation, because I 
am concerned as well about the seven-day-a-week pace. 

I believe there is great value in having a pause day for 
workers, for their spouses and for their families. I ask the 
minister to take a look at that part of the legislation and see 
whether he cannot accommodate those millions of people 
for whom Sunday just does not happen to be the pause day 
that will allow them to be with their families and enjoy 
that day off in that way. 

I will not support this legislation. I do not know where 
this will come down when all my caucus members have 
had a chance to look at it, examine it and see what changes 
the minister may be able to make. I know there are some 
who believe that anything as badly flawed and disastrous 
as this is better than nothing. I encourage my caucus mem- 
bers to express those viewpoints as they believe they 
should, representing the wishes of their constituents. 

I regret that once again we are going to spend I do not 
know how many hundreds of thousands of dollars travel- 
ling the province, having hearings again and rehashing a 
lot of the old things this party and this minister fought so 
hard against over the past number of years. 

I want to be clear on the changes to the labour legisla- 
tion, which I think will be very difficult. If the minister 
actually comes up with something that is enforceable in a 
commonsense way without hiring another 100,000 police 
officers or labour investigators to enforce it and it makes 
sense, I will support that. I believe it will be difficult to 
have something that is 100% enforceable, using common- 
sense enforcement procedures, but I think we will cover 
99% of the employees and of the employers. I think the 
will and goodwill are there not to have anybody work on 
Sunday who does not wish to. I cannot imagine employers 
in the retail business wanting employees working in their 
stores on Sundays when they do not want to be there. I do 
not know anybody who wants that. 

I also know there are hundreds of thousands of people 
looking for work, and some 200,000 more since this gov- 
ernment took office, who will be very happy to be able to 
work on Sunday. 


Hon Mr Farnan: From the concluding comments of 
the leader of the third party, it is obvious he has presented 
his personal views on the matter and not those of his party, 
whether or not the third party at this particular stage has a 
view on a vital, critical issue that has been facing the prov- 
ince for many years. 

There is a difference between previous administrations 
and this government. The Conservatives, in their time, did 
look at this issue, but they refused to define the critical and 
tough definition of a tourism exemption. The Liberal ad- 
ministration addressed the issue by washing its hands and 
simply saying, “The municipalities can have unbridled and 
unrestricted exemption for open Sunday shopping.” On the 
other hand we said, “We want balance; we want fairness; 
we want to work with the municipalities and we are going 
to have local sensitivity, local responsiveness and provin- 
cial responsibility by providing provincial guidelines.” 

An hon member: That is leadership. 
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Hon Mr Farnan: Indeed it is leadership, because we 
are not running away from the tough issues; we are mak- 
ing the tough decisions. 

I want to talk about one area on which members from 
both parties of the opposition have made comments: en- 
forceability. We believe the absolute night to refuse work is 
enforceable. Workers believe it is enforceable because we 
intend to enforce it. Employers will know it is enforceable 
because we intend to enforce it. Workers and employers 
know it is enforceable because it is the clear commitment 
of this government. 

Just because something is difficult to do does not mean 
one runs away from it. That might be the style of previous 
administrations, but not the style of the New Democrats. 
Because it is difficult, we will face it squarely and enforce 
this aspect of the legislation. 


Mr Grandmaitre: I find the comments from the 
leader of the third party, trying to compare our legislation 
to the NDP legislation, very strange. I realize that for 43 
years the Tories did not know where they stood on Sunday 
shopping. They brought in legislation and let it lie. Now 
they are proposing self-regulation. This is the first time in 
six and a half years that I have listened to the Tories saying 
it should be self-regulated. 

At least we had the honesty and distinction of bringing 
in legislation, and now that the new NDP government is 
trying to amend this legislation to make it more palatable, I 
find it very strange that this minister, the member who 
criticized the former administration for passing on more 
responsibilities to municipalities, is again pointing the fin- 
ger at municipal councils and municipalities to become 
much more forceful with no— 


Hon Mr Pouliot: Partnership. 


Mr Grandmaitre: —appeal process. I do not call this 
“partnership.” One will have to go before the courts. I ask 
the minister, who will pay court costs? The municipalities 
again, or will it be the individual business person? I think 
the government has put more responsibilities on municipal 
governments, and I am sure that after consultation he will 
find municipalities do not need this type of pressure. 


Mrs Marland: It is unbelievable to sit in this House 
this afternoon and hear the Solicitor General talking about 
“the clear commitment of this government.” If there is one 
thing that is unclear in this province today, it is about any 
commitment of this government to anything. This legisla- 
tion further endorses the fact that the public has been 
betrayed by this government on every single issue in its 
Agenda for People. Every time one of the ministers gets up 
and makes a statement, it is reneging on all of those prom- 
ises in the Agenda for People. 

When this particular member for Cambridge or any 
one of the people in this House stands up and says, “Oh, 
the workers will be protected; they’ll have a right to refuse 
work,” how is it that they were so adamant that we needed 
legislation to protect the workers in the last session of this 
Parliament? It is unbelievable that they can say what they 
are saying today and think the public is going to believe 
them. It is an insult to the public, which fortunately, at the 
earliest opportunity, will be able to tell this government 
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that they are not being fooled by the misrepresentation of 
policy and by the fact that the government is now suggest- 
ing there is a partnership with the very municipalities 
which this government knows passed a resolution asking 
not to have the responsibility for Sunday shopping. The 
Association of Municipalities of Ontario passed a resolu- 
tion four years ago and reconfirmed two years ago that 
they did not want the responsibility for Sunday shopping. 
1710 
Mr Mills: I am very pleased indeed to rise here— 


The Deputy Speaker: This is questions and com- 
ments. 


Mr Mills: I beg your pardon, Mr Speaker. 


Mr Harris: I thank all those who commented. The 
member for Durham East was very pleased and what not 
to hear my remarks. I appreciate that. I thank the member 
for Mississauga South, who I thought was right on and 
marvellous in her comments, remarks and understanding 
of what I had to say. 

The member for Ottawa East, who I see is moving on, 
wants to know why I as leader of this party do not have the 
same policies my party had 50 years ago. I do not apolo- 
gize for that. Times have changed; the world has changed. 
What worked 50 years ago is not working and will not 
work today, particularly in this area. I do not make any 
apology for not having that position. 

The minister says he is really proud that he addressed 
this issue head-on. Everybody knows you can drive a truck 
through the silly guidelines he says represent the definition 
of a tourist area. There is no municipality and no store 
under these guidelines that cannot open if they wish to 
open. 

With reference to the minister’s comments, I leave him 
with this thought: If he has met his commitment for a 
common pause day—he said he had a commitment and 
this lived up to it—why does he need labour legislation so 
they do not have to work? If his labour legislation is 100% 
guaranteed enforceable, and this is a Sunday working 
issue, why does he need the other legislation because with 
this bill, not one person in the province who does not want 
to will ever have to work in retail on Sunday? What more 
could the minister ask for? 

Mr Mills: I apologize; I always seem to be jumping 
up at the wrong time. It is indeed a privilege and a pleasure 
for me to stand here today in support of the amendment to 
the Retail Business Holidays Act. 

During the election campaign I spoke at every opportu- 
nity of my commitment to the common pause day. I spoke 
of my commitment as I knocked on doors and at all- 
candidates’ meetings. I never wavered in that commitment 
and I am not wavering here today. At that time, I must say 
I was supported by many people in that stand. I think that 
support is reflected in the fact that I am here today, be- 
cause-I do not have to tell the members of the third party 
that Durham East was held for many years by the Conser- 
vative member, who stood aside after some dispute with 
the leader, I believe. Nevertheless, I am not taking away 
from the fact that my support of this common pause day 
actually helped to propel me into this Legislature. 
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With the introduction of the Retail Business Establish- 
ents Statute Law Amendment Act, our government is 
king a leadership role in a matter that affects the quality 
life for all Ontarians. When we speak about the quality 
‘ life, I think back to my own childhood in England. .In 
ose pre-war days, my father was required to work for six 
ays a week. 


Mr B. Murdoch: Are you going to tell us all about 
is? 

Mr Mills: I think it is important. It tells members a 
tle bit about where I am coming from on this issue. 

He worked six days a week all year round and on 
undays we regrouped as a family. We all got together. We 
d not have much money but we did things together. We 
alked along the Brighton beaches, where I was brought 
), and sometimes we cycled into the country. We picked 
ueberries and we picked primroses in the spring. We 
ijoyed each other’s company and we grew together as a 
mily. I think that growing together as a family has stood 
e in good stead in my life. I am very proud to say here 
day that I have been married to the same lady for 44 
sars, and I like to think that the family commitment in 
ose days when I was growing up has helped me to where 
am today. 

Later on, the war came and of course our working 
abits changed. I remember personally having to work 
very Sunday for seven or eight years. As every Sunday 
ame and went, I would often think back to those times 
gether and wish we could get back to having Sunday off 
id being together as a family. 

The issue today is no different from what it was then. 
amilies really do need time together, time to regroup, 
me to grow as a family in the turbulent times we live in. 
he times are laced with a fair dose of broken marriages, 
roken homes, tension and stress, and a common pause 
ay will go far to relieve some of those things I have 
uched on. 

The issue of Sunday shopping continues to both divide 
id unite the people of Ontario. Religion, family values, 
>onomics, labour, multiculturalism, regionalism, national- 
m and other important aspects of life in Ontario all play a 
art in the public attitudes towards Sunday shopping. This 
an emotional and a contentious issue. In fact, in the 

tory of Ontario perhaps no other single issue has gener- 

ed as much correspondence between the people of On- 
rio and the provincial government. 
| Recently I looked back into the historical record of 
unday regulations in Ontario and I found that back in 
345, a Sunday observance law was passed in Upper Can- 
Ja which banned virtually all activity but churchgoing 
id certain works of necessity and charity. 
My friend the member for Markham is not here now. 
€ is a Presbyterian, I believe a Presbyterian minister pre- 
iously, and he would appreciate this. The Presbyterian 
hurch lobbied effectively and successfully to ban the 
unday use of streetcars. I do not think the member was 
ctually involved in that vote. 


I am sorry, Mr Speaker. I have just been passed a no- 
tice that I should be in the justice committee for a vote. I 
am torn between two things. 

In 1943, Toronto movie theatres opened on Sunday but 
only members of the armed forces could enter therein to 
see the pictures. That to me, you will appreciate, Mr 
Speaker, is rather a novel move. 

I bring these facts before members today just to show 
that this issue has not suddenly crept up on us. It has been 
around for a long time, and it makes me think that if we 
live long enough, we will see everything at least once over. 

In March, the Ontario Court of Appeal confirmed that 
the Retail Business Holidays Act is the law of the land. It 
has withstood Constitution challenges and now offers the 
framework from which to provide a common pause day 
while improving protection for the rights of retail workers 
in Ontario. Through this decision— 

Hon Mr Allen: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: 
Would it be appropriate to ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to allow the member to attend the justice com- 
mittee and the rotation to continue and he can resume his 
place in the order at the point where he has left off? 

The Deputy Speaker: If there is unanimous consent, 
the Speaker is always agreeable. 

Agreed to. 


Mr Mills: I would Tike to thank all members of the 
House for their generosity. I will bid them adieu and I will 
be back. 

Mr H. O’Neil: Of course we are very pleased to agree 
with that. I think when a member is called away for an 
important vote like that, it is only right that he should be 
allowed to make the points he wishes to make on such an 
important issue. 

I might also say that— 

Hon Mr Pouliot: Are you not on the same committee? 

Mr H. O’Neil: Does that mean the minister does not 
want me to speak on this issue? Could I have unanimous 
support that I could go ahead on it? 

I will not speak very long on this, but it is a very 
important topic, one I know our government and previous 
governments and now this government is trying to find a 
solution to. But I do not really believe that this particular 
bill, in the way the minister has introduced it in the House, 
is going to solve many of the problems we have. I know 
our member from Scarborough North had a lot of very 
important things to say about the bill, as many of the other 
members had also. 

I think what is going to happen in this particular bill is 
that a lot of municipalities and people in the province have 
not really had a chance to look at it yet. When they do see 
some of the problems it is going to cause, not only for the 
municipalities but also for many of the small and larger 
businesses, they are going to be very upset. 

Of course, the process here in the Legislature is that we 
have had first reading, we are going to go towards second 
reading and then it will go to committee. I understand that 
people will be able to appear before the committee this 
summer and will be able to present their different points of 
view. I think the minister is going to find that many of the 
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municipalities and many of the business people are going 
to have a lot of suggestions and are going to ask for a lot of 
changes to this bill. 

One of the problems when we look at this, and one of 
the problems we had, leads me to ask the minister, when I 
have completed my remarks, if we could have him really 
define what tourism is. We had problems with this and I 
know that he has had problems, both he and the Minister 
of Tourism and Recreation, trying to define what exactly 
tourism is. 

We have that problem in the Belleville and Trenton 
area, in the Sidney township area where I am from. Our 
legislation, which I think was good legislation, whether 
people liked it or not, did turn it back to the municipalities. 
The municipalities feel that in many issues they want to be 
able to make the decision as to what suits their area. Many 
of them, even in my area, were upset. They did not want 
this thrown back on them. But after they have a look at this 
legislation and some of the problems that could arise from 
it, they are going to wish they now had the legislation that 
was put forth by the Liberal government. 

Where Belleville, Trenton or the Sidney township area 
were going to be able to decide what they wanted to do, 
now they are going to have to look at these different regu- 
lations and the things this government has put forward as 
to whether or not they fit into this area. Of course, the 
conflict comes where in our area they may have turned 
down the tourism area, but we have an open area over in 
the Picton area, in the Prince Edward area. The minister in 
his regulations is going to have to define what a tourism 
area is. When can it be opened up? When is it going to be 
closed? He has to try to make everybody happy, and it is 
going to be very, very difficult. 

Another thing the minister talked about is a common 
pause day. This legislation is not going to give a common 
pause day. There are going to be people in different areas 
who are going to define what a common pause day is. I am 
going to ask the minister also, besides defining what a 
tourism exemption is, what does he define as a common 
pause day? 

I believe too, when the minister first brought this legis- 
lation in, he was asked on several occasions to come down 
to specifics. I am going to ask him to be specific about the 
Trenton-Belleville-Sidney area or why it is different in the 
Picton area. The minister was asked on several occasions 
about the Toronto Eaton Centre. Where will it fit under- 
neath his rules and regulations? I am also going to ask the 
minister to touch on that if he possibly can. 

Again the problem is going to arise, if a municipality 
fails to interpret the tourism criteria in a manner consistent 
with the provincial direction, what is going to happen? I 
believe what is going to happen is that the minister is 
going to have the different municipalities, the ones that 
wish to take a more open view of what a tourism designa- 
tion is or again, looking at the regulations, the interpreta- 
tion of this legislation is going to cause a lot of problems 
within the different areas of the province. 

There are going to be some, if I can use the word, a 
little more liberal designations of these areas. People are 
going to come forward and possibly appeal it to the 
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government, if that is where it going to be appealed to, 
Whether they be church groups or other tourist businesses 
or other businesses within those different areas, they are 
going to appeal it. 

What I am afraid of is that the minister is going to have 
a lot of problems that he is going to create for himself. 
When this does come before the committee that is going to 
be looking at it this summer, these are some of the things 
the minister is going to have to look at, and I hope the 
minister has an open mind. As I say, it may be that he is 
not going to be as critical of some of the legislation we 
brought in. 

What we all have to really be concerned with is that—] 
have been up on several occasions over the last several 
months as the Liberal critic for Tourism and Recreation 
when I, hopefully in a very constructive way, questioned 
the Minister of Tourism and Recreation and the first minis- 
ter and the minister of finance. The tourism industry at the 
present time is having some very difficult times within 
Ontario. We have mentioned some of the issues that the 
government brought in with the new budget. 

Likely some of the things we did too placed a heavy 
load on the tourism industry in the province, but the gov- 
ernment has placed an greater load with its additional taxes 
on liquor and gasoline. It is becoming very difficult for the 
tourism industry to attract tourists from all over the world, 
especially from the United States where we should really 
be doing some extra program to bring those people here. 

I mentioned earlier today one of the tourist operators I 
spoke with last week when we were touring eastern On- 
tario. A very large tourist operator, along with other peo- 
ple, he is working very hard to attract tourists from the 
United States. He mentioned that his numbers were down. 
Where he used to have 47% of his business from the 
United States, I think now that was down to about 3%. 

We have to do everything that we possibly can through 
assistance from the Ministry of Tourism and Recreation 
and from the Treasury and from the government in gen- 
eral. That is why this legislation has to be looked at very 
carefully. We do not want to place any additional burdens 
on the tourism industry and, as I say, it is going to be up to 
the minister to say what tourism is, how that fits under- 
neath these different regulations. 

I am not going to go on too much longer. We have had 
different cases where the government has introduced legis- 
lation. They have not been as open as I feel they should 
have been to look for changes in the legislation. I hope that 
even though the minister has drawn up this legislation, he 
will still have an open mind and be ready to assist those in 
the tourism industry, and yet look at those who are looking 
for a common pause day. 
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Hon Mr Farnan: First of all, I commend the member 
for his non-partisan presentation in the House. It is typical 
of the member for Quinte to address the issue. Second, I 
want to say to the member that when he said, “You know, 
our old legislation, the Liberal legislation, it was good leg- 
islation,” that is a relative matter. What was the purpose 
of the legislation? If the purpose of the legislation was a 
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smmon pause day, then it was bad legislation because it 
as given to the municipalities with unbridled, unre- 
ricted power to make any exemptions whatsoever. 

_ We have instead taken a principle of working with the 
unicipalities, with provincial guidelines that provide for 
tourism exemption. We recognize tourism as a signifi- 
ant economic cornerstone of society here in Ontario. Over 
{5 billion worth of tourism is attracted, and because the 
ember has the experience, he recognizes that important 
ct. 

_ What we have done, I think, is we have combined two 
ings: We have the local knowledge, expertise, sensitivity 
id aspirations in terms of tourism and we have put in 
ace a provision for legitimate tourism exemptions. This 
es along with provincial guidelines which provide the 
nds of partnerships and the kind of balance missing from 
evious legislation. This is a very tough issue. We are not 
alking away from it. We are working with the local mu- 
cipalities; we are providing provincial guidelines. We are 
ot only going to allow the maintenance of tourism but are 
orking to promote tourism under this legislation. I think 
e have found the right balance. 


Mr Daigeler: I want to comment a little bit on what 

e Solicitor General has just said and also what the mem- 
*r for Durham East said in relationship to the member for 
uinte. I have been looking very carefully at this bill, and 
lite frankly I cannot see in substance any difference be- 
veen what our government introduced and what the new 
)vernment is putting forward. In practice, it will lead to 
e same solution. 
_ For the government party to say in a rather sanctimo- 
ous fashion, “We are instituting again a common pause 
ay and it’s very important to have that day”—with which, 
y the way, I agree—“and we have all of a sudden found 
magic solution and we have got the right balance,” I 
ink really the minister himself, in his heart, knows better. 
/hat we are looking at is just about the same solution we 
ad found beforehand: there will be some areas that will 
scide to be open and others that will decide to stay 
osed. That is really the sum total of it. Whether the gov- 
nment calls that the municipal option or calls it the tour- 
m exemption, in substance it is the same thing. 

I would like to ask the government and the minister in 
articular why they do not just come clean on this and say 
ey have tried the same way we tried, but they were not 
uch smarter, because it is a difficult problem, because 
ere are different expectations across the province. 
yhether we call it municipal choice or tourism exemption, 
e end effect in both cases is the same: some areas, if they so 
cide, will be open and other areas, if they so decide, will be 
osed. I think that is the sum of it. Let’s forget about the 
toric all around it, because that is the effect of this legisla- 
on and that was the effect of the previous legislation. 


Mr Bisson: Just a couple of short comments. First of 
1, I have a lot of respect for the member sitting directly 
ross from me, the member for Quinte. In my short time 
sre in the House I think we have had a couple of really 
teresting exchanges. I know the member to be one who 


is very honest and decent in his approach when dealing 
with these things. 

That is really the point I want to bring forward: that at 
times in the House, yes, we do get partisan, we do get into 
some difference of philosophies on different things, but 
there are ways in which we are able to deal with that. I am 
not the minister responsible, but I think I would be safe in 
saying that these issues the member raises are issues that 
are felt by a number of members and things that would be 
brought up in committee. Certainly we would work to- 
gether on that. 

That is the only point that I want to make. At times we 
find this House to be somewhat partisan in the way that we 
approach things, and I guess there is room for that and 
there is a reason, but it is refreshing now and then to see a 
member get up and to speak on the issues and do it in a 
way that really brings out what the points are and what the 
concerns are on a particular bill. 


Mr H. O’Neil: It is a very difficult issue. When I was 
the Minister of Tourism and Recreation we used to try to 
grapple with this thing. But the minister is going to have 
this conflict between what is a common pause day and 
what is a tourism designation. He is also going to have this 
conflict between municipal councils that are looking at 
these decisions and with these regulations. 

I think that he should be more open with these regula- 
tions and guidelines that he is developing even now. He 
should be asking for input from the different parties and 
from people right across the province. I think he should 
include people—whether they be clergy or people who are 
in the tourism business or the retail business—and hope- 
fully come up with a solution. It is going to be very diffi- 
cult to do. I have to ask again that he keep an open mind 
on this, not only he but the Minister of Tourism and Recre- 
ation. During these hearings, make sure people are given 
the chance to give their views and hopefully come up with 
something that everyone can agree with, but it is going to 
be very difficult. 

As the member from Nepean mentioned, the minister 
keeps stressing—and I am going to be a little partisan 
here—that this is an improvement on it, but there is not 
that much difference. We will see what happens during 
committee hearings. 


Mr Arnott: I am very pleased to rise this afternoon to 
speak to Bill 115, an amendment to the Retail Business 
Holidays Act. The purported principle of this bill seems to 
be the government’s indication that it supports a common 
pause day very strongly. During the course of my election 
campaign a few short months ago, I spoke very positively 
in that regard as well. I said many times that I strongly 
believe in keeping Sundays as a day of rest, a day for 
worship and indeed a day for families, as best we can. 
There are other legitimate points of view that were brought 
forward and we have to respect those, but at the same time 
I think we have to attempt, as much as possible, to ensure 
that Sundays are kept as pause days or days of rest, how- 
ever one wants to refer to them. 

As I say, I acknowledge very much that we cannot shut 
down a lot of activity on Sundays. There are many essential 
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services that are required on Sundays. But I feel that retail 
stores for the most part are not required. As a former retail 
store clerk myself, I think I have some perspective that I 
could add that has not been mentioned so far. While I was 
in university I worked as a retail store clerk in my own 
home town on Saturdays and occasionally through the 
week as well. If there is going to be any legislation with 
respect to this issue, there has to be protection for those 
workers to ensure that if they do not desire to work on 
Sundays they are protected and they are not forced to do 
SO. 

I have some measure of reservation, reading the 
amendment to the Employment Standards Act that will go 
along with this bill, whether that will be accomplished. I 
think it is extremely difficult for us to legislate success- 
fully in this area and in a manner that can be enforced, 
because there are subtle means of ensuring that a retail 
store clerk does what his employer wants. I would expect 
that to happen quite a bit in spite of this bill. 

When I look at my own riding with respect to this bill I 
think of places like Arthur or Rockwood or Erin where we 
have a great many small stores owned by families, often a 
man and his wife who have operated the store, often for 
many years, and they run it as a family operation. Some- 
times their children work for them; sometimes they are 
able to hire one or two employees, sometimes not. If com- 
petitive pressures force them to open on Sundays because, 
for example, stores in Guelph may be open, that will in 
one bold stroke eliminate their family day. I see that as 
being nothing but harmful to some of the values that we 
hold dear and that we have held dear over the years. 
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In the consultations I have had with people in my ri- 
ding, including clergy, municipal heads of council, and 
retailers, they look at the purported principle of this bill, 
that being a common pause day with provision for a num- 
ber of tourist exemptions, as being admirable and some- 
thing they support. I certainly, as I say, concur with that. 
We get back to whether or not this bill accomplishes this. 

I think it was highly unusual that this information was 
briefed at our caucus meeting two weeks ago on Tuesday: 
Part of the information that was given to us also was a 
historical chronology of the holiday shopping issue in On- 
tario. As the member for Durham East, who has not re- 
turned yet, alluded to, this issue goes back to 1845. 

When in Upper Canada the first Sunday observance 
law was passed, it banned virtually all activity but church- 
going and certain works of “necessity and charity.” That is 
a truism that maybe we should return to from time to time 
and look at whether more of that sort of a truism cannot be 
applied to our own Sunday shopping legislation. 

Every few years there was a new development with 
respect to Sunday shopping or activity on Sunday. We go 
through to 1906: the federal Lord’s Day Act was enacted 
and made it illegal to sell or offer for sale any goods or 
property, transact any business—commercial business, I 
assume—engage in a public game or contest for gain, be 
present anywhere other than a church at which any fee is 
charged, and so forth. 
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We go on to 1922: Ontario enacted the One Day’s Rest 
in Seven Act. | 

We go on to the war years when certain exemptions 
were made. Interestingly enough, servicemen were given 
special consideration for attending movies, which was 
very unusual and ended in 1945 at the conclusion of the 
Wal. | 

When we get to 1950 we see Premier Leslie Frost 
talking about how the Lord’s Day Act of his day was going 
to be a positive initiative. He talks about putting the issue 
in the hands of the people and the elected councils. “There 
is nothing wide open about this act,” he says. “It does 
nothing to induce any community or change its way of life. 
It enables the people to settle their own affairs in their own 
way.” 

There are any number of additional developments. 
Today we are at 17 June 1991. I would suspect that irre- 
spective of how this debate goes or how this bill goes in 
terms of its passage or the amendments that may be at- 
tached to it at the committee stage, this will not close the 
books on the Sunday shopping issue. We will continue to 
wrestle with it, 1 am sure, and hopefully in a positive vein 
for the families of Ontario. 

I do believe the vast majority of the people in my 
riding of Wellington support the concept of a common 
pause day, a common day of rest, for worship, for families, 
with the provision for tourist exemption. In our riding in 
the village of Elora, Mill Street is a wonderful tourist area. 
It has been open for many years without problem, without 
dispute, without any complaint that I have ever heard. | 
think a lot of people in the area, while they support the 
common pause day concept, realize that the great majority 
of the retail business that is done in Elora is done on 
weekends and specifically Sundays when we have a lot of 
tourist traffic from the city. 

Also, in the centre of the county, in Fergus, we have 
the Fergus market, which has for many years been oper 
under the tourist exemption of the former Sunday shop- 
ping law, providing a very important service and employ- 
ing a great many people. Again, to my knowledge, my 
predecessor or myself, we have received no complaints 
with respect to that. 

So I think that the purported principle of this bill would 
be, by and large, by the people of Wellington county, 
something that most people would support. As I say, dur- 
ing the election campaign on many occasions I felt 
strongly enough to make this an issue. There is a quote that 
appeared in a news article and was attributed to me, which 
I indeed recall stating: “I strongly believe in keeping Sun- 
day a common pause day. Wide-open Sunday shopping 
will have a harmful effect on the family lives of many 
people in Wellington and I oppose it.” 

I would like to say a few words of comment about 
what my leader indicated earlier. I think that what he said 
about our party’s position on this, that there are different 
viewpoints within our party and that we acknowledge 
them up front, is something that is extremely commend- 
able, something I have not heard the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion or the leader of the government indicate publicly, that 
he is willing to allow the virgin points of view from his 
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aucus to come into this public forum, allowing members 
f his caucus to represent the views of their constituents as 
ey See fit. 

I think that is a great indication from our leader that he 
spects our views. He respects our abilities to judge what 

best for our own constituents. That goes beyond what 
e have seen, as I say, from the Leader of the Opposition 
r the leader of the government. I think it shows great 
atesmanship and leadership. 

When I get to the specifics of the bill, I find that it is 
<tremely complex and convoluted. When I was speaking 
ith some of the people in my riding, they were not sure 
out the specifics. That is something that gives me great 
ason to speak with caution this afternoon, because while 
support the purported principle of the bill, I have many 
yncerns about the specifics. 

My party leader questioned whether the objective of 
ie bill is in fact met. I am not convinced it is. The ques- 
on was raised whether this bill is enforceable. We have 
ad the assurance from the Solicitor General that in fact it 

enforceable and that it will be enforced. Frankly, I have 
yme measure of reservation about that. 

Sunday work is the issue, as my leader indicated, and I 
yncur with that. Some of us would work very passion- 
ely and hard to give as many people as possible the 
portunity to not work on Sunday, if they feel that in their 
wn circumstances and their own family life they would 
refer to take that approach. 

There are very loose tourist criteria. I think the Solici- 
x General might even admit that himself. They are ex- 
emely loose. It has been said that you could drive a truck 
rough those criteria. I find that there will be very few 
eas of the province that if they wish to declare them- 
‘Ives tourist areas, will not be able to find in those criteria 
yme situation that is applicable to their area that allows 
lem to open. 

There is probably a case to be made that this bill does 
ot go far enough if you think strongly that a common 
ause day should be adopted and that people should not be 
yrced to work on Sunday. I am personally giving that a lot 
f consideration as I determine how I am going to ap- 
roach this bill. 

Another measure I would like to raise that has not been 
ised as yet is the concern that may be raised from busi- 
ess improvement associations and local chambers of 
ymmerce that are brought into this in a way that they may 
ave to endorse or reject Sunday shopping. It may be ex- 
emely difficult for them to do that. Once again it appears 
’ be a degree of abdication of responsibility from the 
rovincial government level. 

The issue of cross-border shopping has been raised in 
lis debate. In my own personal circumstance, in spite of 
ie fact that we are a good two to two and a half to three 
Ours away from any border, I know there are probably a 
umber of businesses in my riding where I am sure some 
tail business has been lost to people electing to go south 
n weekends. 

My personal view is that in no way does Sunday shop- 
ing in Ontario or the further proliferation of Sunday shop- 
ing in Ontario in any way restrict people going south 
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when they want to shop. It is my feeling that cross-border 
shopping is more a function of price, the lower price for a 
number of goods in the United States, than actually the 
convenience of Sunday openings. It is something I noticed 
on the weekend, the fact that in some cases in the stores in 
the United States, according to some of the consumers 
who partake of cross-border shopping, they find that they 
have more staff and that it is somewhat more convenient at 
times to get service down there. That is maybe part of the 
issue as well. 
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Another thing that comes to mind is that is when I 
speak to someone who finds he supports Sunday shopping 
and does so for his own convenience, I often ask whether 
he himself would like to work on Sundays, no matter what 
occupation he has, and of course he is very reluctant to say 
that he would like to work on Sundays. They would prefer 
to have Sundays to themselves. They would go home and 
do whatever they want and they would shop if they felt 
that was appropriate. 

I find that very difficult to deal with. I look at the issue 
in terms of our own place here. If we say that many stores 
should be allowed to open, or that any stores should be 
allowed to open beyond those that presently are open, how 
do we rule out that we should sit on Sundays, given that 
we have some leadership role? If we want to be true to 
ourselves and true to our morals, I think there is a case to 
be made that a lot of other people and a lot of other occu- 
pations should be open on Sundays. If we are going to 
expand Sunday shopping, I do not know that we, as a 
Legislature, can say that we are not going to be open on 
Sundays as well. 

In summary, I would like to say that I am giving this 
bill a great deal of consideration. I hope my comments 
have been of some assistance in this debate. I urge the 
Solicitor General, as the bill goes to committee this sum- 
mer, to be very open-minded with respect to the amend- 
ments that may come forward, because I think there is a 
great deal of room for improvement in this bill, no matter 
how one looks at it. 

I look forward to the resumption of this debate and 
listening to more comments from other members. 


Hon Mr Farnan: Let me say that it is very clear that 
those Conservative and Liberal members who come from 
rural communities, small towns and cities across the prov- 
ince will have great pressure upon them to support this 
legislation precisely because of the statement made in the 
House today by the member for Wellington. 

Think about what he said. He has endorsed every soli- 
tary principle within this bill. He has endorsed the fact that 
we must work for a common pause day to protect families 
and communities. He has endorsed the fact that we must 
have protection for retail workers. He has recognized the 
fact that within his own community the tourism exemption 
is a legitimate exemption as we look to protect retail work- 
ers and as we work towards a common pause day. There is 
the fact that we have provincial guidelines to work in part- 
nership with communities. 
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The member cannot have it every which way. The 
leader of the third party has this kind of attempt to wash 
his hands and say: “The Conservative party has no position 
on this issue. My members can go whichever way they 
like.” Some people will say, “We want wide-open Sunday 
shopping,” and other Conservative members are going to 
say, “We like the government’s bill.” 

That is an abdication, in my view, of a responsibility of 
a party to address the issue and say: “How would you 
solve the problem? What would you do in government to 
address this issue?” Today every single principle of this 
bill has been endorsed by the member for Wellington. 


Mrs Marland: It is really unfortunate that any one of 
us can stand in this House and have what we say misinter- 
preted, and it will be up to the member for Wellington to 
clarify what he did say this afternoon. 

The part I really have difficulty with is the suggestion 
that this bill protects retail workers. Now give me a break. 
This member for Cambridge who is responsible for this 
bill knows better than anybody else that if you put off the 
responsibility for Sunday shopping on to municipalities, it 
becomes the very municipal option that this party, in oppo- 
sition, objected so strongly to when the Liberal bill created 
the municipal option for Sunday shopping. 

How this member for Cambridge can say today as So- 
licitor General that it protects retail workers is beyond me, 
when he sat in the opposition, as did all the members of 
the New Democratic Party. I recognize that we only have, 
I think, 11 members of the New Democratic Party in gov- 
ernment today who sat in opposition when the Liberal bill 
was tabled, but they all cried foul because there was no 
protection for retail workers, no option for families to stay 
together on Sundays because they chose not to work, no 
guarantee those workers would not be victimized and dis- 
criminated against by their employers because they chose 
to spend Sundays at home. Yet today he has the gall to say 
this bill protects retail workers. We know it does not. 


Mr Bisson: I would like to make just a couple of 
quick points. On one point the honourable member men- 
tioned in regard to this bill, I grew up understanding this 
issue. My parents were self-employed in the retail sector 
and I grew up in the back of the store, trying to find some 
time for my parents to be able to do the things we want to 
do as children with our parents, such as going for picnics 
and just having some time to spend with our parents. 

The whole idea of the common pause day and the 
whole idea of Sunday I understand because it is something 
I grew up with. If it had not been for the opportunity to 
spend some time with my parents on those Sundays, being 
able to do those things as a family, I think life as a child 
would have been fairly difficult. I understand what the 
member is saying. That is one of the reasons that I think 
many of us, throughout this Legislature and throughout 
Ontario, support the whole idea of common pause, because 
we understand what the family principle is all about and 
how going to all-open, seven-day-a-week shopping would 
somehow put that at jeopardy. 

It would not put everybody at jeopardy; there is no 
question about that. There is no set family unit in regard to 


any particular issue. What happens is that we need to make 
sure that we protect those people who have the opportunity 
and who do want to spend time with their families. 

The second point I want to touch on very quickly is the 
question that was raised by the leader of the third party and 
was just somewhat browsed by the last member. That was 
the question in regard to why we need to put legislation in 
to protect workers. I think most workers out in the prov- 
ince understand why the government at times has to come 
in with legislation such as Bill 70 under the wage protec- 
tion fund or with regard to being able to protect workers 
because of health and safety. 


We understand that if there are not rules in the work- 
place and there are not rules in society to be able to protect 
our rights, because we do not have the voice that other 
people have afforded to them, our rights will be taken 
away and will be diminished in some way. That is the 
reasoning. What this bill does is exactly that: It gives the 
right to the workers to say, “If I do not want to work on 
Sunday, I have the right to refuse.” 


Mr Arnott: I am very pleased to have the opportunity 
to respond, particularly to the remarks from the Solicitor 
General. I am somewhat disappointed that he chose to take 
that sort of partisan approach, to try to paraphrase my 
remarks of some minutes into a brief two-minute comment 
that suggested I supported in principle the entirety of the 
bill. I think I mentioned a number of times, and I have if 
written down here, the purported principle of the bill. The 
question that arises in my mind is yes, I support a common 
pause day, but does this bill in fact accomplish what the 
Solicitor General says it does? That is what I have to look 
at very closely over the coming weeks or coming days 
involved in listening to further debate on this bill. 
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The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): Further de- 
bate. The honourable member for Durham East, who had 
unanimous consent of the House to participate in a vote, 
may resume his participation. 


Mr Mills: I really appreciate the indulgence of all 
members of the House. I think when I concluded my re- 
marks I had got around to saying that the Ontario Court of 
Appeal had confirmed that the Retail Business Holidays 
Act is the law of the land. It has withstood the constitu- 
tional challenges and it now offers the framework from 
which to provide a common pause day while improving 
protection for the rights of retail workers in Ontario. 
Through this decision, we can now go forward with the 
stated amendments. 

These new amendments will finally come to grips with 
the widely differing municipal bylaws. These are confus- 
ing and they are unfair to those who enforce the law and to 
those who want to also obey the law. It will also ensure a 
reasonable degree of uniformity and, in the end, clarity and 
fairness in the application of the law. 


I was also very pleased to see that the amendment 
reaffirms that municipal councils should take into accounl 
the principle that holidays should also be maintained as 
common pause days. | 
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Beyond the current attention of the common pause day 
jue, cross-border shopping and the plight of border mu- 
cipalities have been linked. 

Cross-border shopping is not a Sunday shopping issue. 
oss-border shopping is a seven-day-a-week issue. It is 
e in part to the considerable effects of the strong Cana- 
an dollar, perhaps part of the secret free trade agenda—it 
s been mentioned; we do not know, but it seems rather 
d that the dollar remains so strong since the signing of 
at agreement—and of course the effects of the GST and 
> desire of many Ontarians to avoid paying the GST. 

I have spoken to a number of people and it seems that 
ost of the people who do cross-border shopping are more 
‘ent on not paying the tax, dodging the tax, than they are 
out saving money, even if the costs outweigh the bene- 
s of the shopping, as long as they do not hand that 
mney to the federal government. They seem determined 
t to allow their money to get into the hands of the fed- 
al Conservative government. 

Life being what it is, we will never be in total agree- 
ent with anything, I suppose, as a whole. Nevertheless, I 
ally do believe this amendment is an important step for- 
urd towards improving the quality of life in Ontario. 

The amendments to the Employment Standards Act 
engthen the existing right of workers to refuse work on 
day. Once given royal assent, their right to refuse Sun- 
y work will be absolute—legislation long overdue. 

In recent weeks as I have gone about my riding I have 
ked many of my constituents what they think about this 
ue. I put the question to them, “Would you like to work 
Sunday?” I must say I have had nobody reply in the 
‘irmative. Some people qualify it. They say, “I wouldn’t 
ally want to work on Sunday,” but absolutely nobody has 
me out and said, “Yes, Gord, I want to work on Sun- 
ys.” I think that is significant. Most of us take for 
anted the right to enjoy that day of rest. 

I know that in this debate there are many more of my 
lleagues here today who want to speak on this subject. 
ith them in mind, I will terminate my remarks by saying 
at in the coming weeks, as a member of the justice com- 
ittee, I will look forward to meeting Ontarians from all 
er this province and from all walks of life and from all 
) opportunities that there are and I intend to listen to 
2ir comments on this important issue. 

It has been said that this government, by introducing 
s amendment, is in fact turning the clock back. I refuse 
‘see it that way. I think this amendment to the Retail 
isiness Holidays Acct is in fact turning the clock forward. 


Mr Daigeler: Seeing that I said something about the 
2mber for Durham East while he was absent, perhaps I 
ould repeat it for his benefit while he is here and say that 
lile I respect his views and share his conviction about a 
mmon pause day, as I indicated to the Solicitor General 
fore, I quite frankly do not see much difference in this 
zislation and our own legislation. As I indicated, you can 
ll it municipal option or you can call it tourist exemp- 
m, but in the end it comes to the same effect. It leaves 
> possibility open—and probably that is the way it 
ould be in a pluralistic society—it leaves the option open 
‘a community that says it wants this possibility to do 


that and it leaves other communities that say no, they want 
to stay closed, that possibility as well. 

You can fine-tune the thing and say, “Our tourism ex- 
emption is just in very particular cases and under very 
strict regulations,” but when you look at the guidelines that 
are being put forward and that the minister makes so much 
fuss about, they are so flexible and so elastic that you can 
really adopt any kind of exemption. 

As I say, in effect it is the municipal option that we had 
in place before. I just do not think the member for Durham 
East should be that self-congratulatory for his own party in 
having found the solution to the Gordian knot. I think they 
have hit the same roadblock we did, that the opinion of 
people in this province on this question is divided and in a 
democratic society you have to make an adjustment to 
both groups. 


Mrs Marland: When the member for Durham East 
started his comments, before he had to leave the chamber 
to go and vote, he was talking about how precious his 
Sundays were. He recalled growing up in England and 
what he and his family did with those Sundays. In some of 
those arguments that he gave in terms of supporting the 
preservation of Sundays and family life—and if we do not 
want to call it Sunday and we want to call it a common 
pause day for the sake of those people who choose to go 
that route, let’s do it—I shared very easily a recollection of 
some of my own arguments against the Liberal bill on 
Sunday shopping, because of the fact that when that bill 
was tabled, first of all, it was totally opposite to what the 
people in the majority and those people represented by the 
municipalities of this province wanted. 

If there is one thing, and I say this to the member for 
Cochrane South, that you cannot do and succeed, it is talk 
out of both sides of your mouth. I am sorry, but you can 
promise one thing, and if you do not fulfil those promises, 
never underestimate the public remembering. When this 
government talks about this bill protecting those people 
who choose to have the kind of Sundays that the member 
for Durham East was recalling growing up with his family, 
then this is not the bill that will give them that protection 
or that option. 


Mr Bisson: Just a quick point. My mother told me 
something years ago. If they talk about you after, obvi- 
ously you are doing something right. So I thank the hon- 
ourable member. 
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Mr Mahoney: I would like to follow along with my 
colleague from Mississauga South, but not in a terribly 
critical vein of the man who should be the senior citizens’ 
minister in this Legislature. I respect that in the not-too- 
distant future, when he retires four years from now, when 
he realizes that the seat is not available to him to hold 
again, he will want to spend a lot of his time shopping on 
Sunday, and I am sure he will be supporting his commu- 
nity in Oshawa designating the entire community, and 
maybe just his home and his front lawn. They will put a 
sign up and call it a tourist attraction, “Gord Mills Lives 
Here,” unless he has sold it. I understand he was moving to 
Florida when the election occurred and all his furniture 
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was in the van and he had to phone home and say: “Honey, 
unpack the van, we won. We’re staying.” I do not know. 
Maybe that will be a tourist attraction. It would seem to be 
one of some interest to those people passing through that 
community. 

I find it fascinating, when we went through all of the 
filibustering and the debate over Sunday shopping, how 
this government has actually adopted, through the Solicitor 
General, the Tory method, with great convoluted additives 
brought on side to this legislation to make it even more 
confusing and more difficult. 

We brought some understanding to it. We said to the 
municipalities: “You have the authority and the right to 
make a decision if your community wants it. We don’t 
want you to mess around with trying to define that this 
store is a tourist attraction and this one isn’t and this one’s 
got cultural significance and this one doesn’t. We want to 
make it simple. We think that you’re elected and you’re 
big men and women and you should be able to decide if 
that’s what your community wanted.” 

What the government has now done is put the cat 
among the pigeons. No one is going to be able to discern 
what is properly defined in the area to allow Sunday shor, 
ping. They have just created a terrible mess. 


Mr Mills: I would like to clear up a few things. My 
colleague the member for Mississauga West has indicated 


that I am sort of a keen Sunday shopper. I am rather a 
old-fashioned type of fellow. I have never been an advo 
cate of Sunday shopping, and even if I want something o; 
Sunday, I can swear on oath to the member that I do no 
shop on Sunday. That is how strongly I feel about the day 
of rest. 


Mr Mahoney: Careful; you may have to resign. 


Mr Mills: No, it is true. 


In response to my honourable friend the member fo 
Mississauga South, she mentions that we have a piece 0 
legislation now that really, the door is wide open. I do no 
subscribe to that theory. I think the criteria set in place ij 
this amendment allow the municipalities to act in a ver 
positive way and it reaffirms our position as a governmen 
that we can make this thing work. I am positive thos 
criteria will lead municipalities along the road and that w 
can actually put some teeth into the legislation that th 
previous government, in its wisdom, saw not to put an 
teeth to. 

I thank the member for the comments. I thank her fo 
participation in my comments. With that I will close, and 
will just tell the member for Mississauga West that in fou 
years’ time, I do not intend to be in Florida; I intend to b 
sitting here again. 
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RETAIL BUSINESS ESTABLISHMENTS 
STATUTE LAW AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT DES LOIS 
EN CE QUI CONCERNE LES ETABLISSEMENTS 
DE COMMERCE DE DETAIL 


Continuing the debate on Mr Farnan’s motion for sec- 
d reading of Bill 115, An Act to amend the Retail Busi- 
ss Holidays Act and the Employment Standards Act in 
spect of the opening of retail business establishments 
d employment in them. 


Continuation du débat suite a la motion proposée par 
_Farnan pour la deuxiéme lecture du project de loi 115, 
i modifiant la Loi sur les jours fériés dans le commerce 

détail et la Loi sur les normes d’emploi en ce qui 
ncerne l’ouverture des établissements de commerce de 
tail et l’emploi dans ces établissements. 


Mr Conway: I would like to make some comments 
the matter before the House. Certainly it has been one 
it has occupied a number of public fora in my constitu- 
cy over the years I have been here, and that is the whole 
estion of the regulation of retail store hours. 


I was interested to hear some of the debate earlier 
lay. I must say I am interested to see who is not here 
lay. For those of us who have been around for a while, 
: walls of this chamber ring to the resonant tones of 
ople like the member for Welland-Thorold and the 
smber for Windsor-Riverside, who went to the wall on 
sred ground and sacred principles in this place two years 
0. 


What we are happily debating today is the new 
vernment’s policy in respect of the regulation of retail 
re hours. This policy contrasts, as has been observed by 
‘vious speakers, with the proclamations of the party now 
government over the years when this issue was before 
and it was not in government. 


I say quite sincerely that is not a surprise. The realities 
office, the discipline of power, do have a sobering ef- 
tt. But I do observe, and I am sure they are occupied 
th other things, but who could forget the passionate fili- 
ster of I think it was 1989, when members of the now 
yernment party were in the opposition. They could not 
ve been more vigorous. They could not have been more 
ourceful. They could not have been more dynamic and 
ourful in going to the wall. When I think of what they 
in those debates of two years ago, I am struck by how 
‘et the debate is today. 


I do not remember that debate two years ago as any- 
ng of a high watermark in the legislative behaviour in 
's chamber. In fact, I look back on it with a sense of 
ng absolutely appalled at how flagrantly irresponsible 
ne people were prepared to be in defence of their point 
view. I expect before we are finished some of those 
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people will want to come back and rejoin the debate, now 
perhaps from somewhat of a different perspective. 

As | listened to this debate I remembered, upon my 
election in 1975, I think it was in the first session, the then 
Davis government brought forward legislation dealing in 
part with a significant difficulty in the regional municipal- 
ity of Hamilton-Wentworth where, as I recall the situation, 
there were a number of suburban malls causing no little bit 
of difficulty for the traditional downtown core. As a newly 
elected member, I could not for the life of me understand 
what the great debate was all about, but I was quickly 
made to understand just how contentious and difficult, if 
not impossible, the whole question of retail store hours 
would be for that government; certainly it was for our 
government and I do not see it changing significantly 
under the new government. 


It is important now to look at the experience of each of 
the three main parties in government with this apparently 
intractable public policy. I do not share the view some 
people have that this legislation clarifies some of the fun- 
damentals. Anyone who believes that is Pollyanna at best 
and mindless partisan at worst. 


I am struck by how this legislation turns on the basic 
principle of municipal option. I am not surprised, because 
this government, like any government, has no choice. The 
thing I remember about the Tory bill we altered was that in 
fact it was the municipal option. Only in Ontario could you 
have a situation where scores of municipalities who hap- 
pily exercised the municipal option—called something 
else, the tourist exemption, but it was for all intents and 
purposes the municipal option—people who quite under- 
standably availed themselves of its adaptability and flexi- 
bility complained about it as some kind of terrible 
principle when the debate was joined. I never did under- 
stand; I do not expect I ever will. 

I represent a large rural, small-town, small-city constit- 
uency in eastern Ontario bordering the province of Que- 
bec. In one of the most rural of my townships, and there 
are some 36 municipalities in the county of Renfrew, in the 
heart of the county we have a wonderfully rural municipal- 
ity in which there is situate quite a large commercial con- 
cern that has been, since I was a child, always open on 
Sunday. I could never understand, until we got into this 
debate a few years ago, how that place ever was opened in 
the shadow of more church spires than I could count. Of 
course, it was open under the Davis policy of local option, 
the tourist exemption. 

I just make this point: It is a supremely agreeable, sen- 
sible and practical policy for all of us who pile out of the 
churches on Sunday—and I am one, because this happy 
place is on the road to my cottage and the number of my 
constituents I meet at this facility on Sundays throughout 
the year is quite remarkable. These are good, God-fearing, 
churchgoing folk. If I did a canvass of those people, I 
suspect most—not most but a goodly number of those 
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people—while they shop at this facility, would tell me they 
are opposed to Sunday shopping. I am absolutely con- 
vinced of that. The Kitchener-Waterloo Record a couple of 
years ago did one of these marvellous streeters at I forget 
which mall. This is one of the things about this policy I 
enjoy so much, because what people believe and what they 
think passionately and truly on both counts have not any 
necessary bearing on what they do. But I repeat, I could sit 
or stand or shop at this commercial facility, which has 
been open for years, and be overrun with my constituents 
on Sunday. I am sure a very significant percentage of that 
group would tell me the municipal option is terrible and 
Sunday shopping is worse. But we are all there and I as 
much as anyone, unlike my friend the member for Durham 
East, shop a lot on Sunday of necessity. I work on Sunday. 
I do not particularly like the fact, but for the 16 years I 
have been a member of the Legislature, Sunday is tradi- 
tionally my busiest day. It includes a five-hour drive back 
to Toronto at the end of the day. 
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If I think about it, I probably do not like to do that, but 
it comes with the territory. I certainly shop often for noth- 
ing particularly glamorous, but I am glad to have drug- 
stores open on Sunday and I am certainly glad to have a 
certain kind of food store that does not charge the rates I 
have to pay in the convenience stores that are of necessity 
forced to charge higher rates because they are open at 
particularly late hours. 

I come back to the main point: This bill incorporates 
what the Joan Smith bill and the John MacBeth bills of 
previous parliaments have incorporated as a fundamental; 
that is, local option. Anybody who thinks it does not is 
dreaming in Technicolor. As I say, there is no government, 
whether it is led by the present Premier or Preston Man- 
ning, that is going to be able to make policy in this area 
without that as a core principle. 

My friends opposite will say there must be a common 
pause day. I say to my friends opposite, in 1991, given the 
cultural complexity of Ontario, if anyone honestly believes 
that with any degree of effect in urban communities like 
Toronto, Hamilton and Ottawa, there can be a common 
pause day that means anything like the 19th century con- 
cept to which my friend from Orono was making refer- 
ence, then of course they are only kidding themselves, and 
worse, they are kidding the electorate. I understand en- 
tirely the ambition. Ontario, as my learned friend the mem- 
ber for Hamilton West will know, in the mid-19th century, 
was a much more homogeneous community. A lot of 
things were possible as recently as the 1950s that in my 
view are not practically possible, however desirable, in the 
minds of some in the 1990s. 

This debate reminds me of another public policy issue 
that has bedevilled Ontario, not so much recently as it did 
for decades. That was the great liquor question. Apparently 
for many people—I am sure this does not apply in Glen- 
garry—the idea of shopping for the sheer recreational joy 
and enthusiasm this occupation or activity inspires is really 
a worthwhile way to spend a day or a week. I cannot 
imagine doing it, but I have friends and relatives who love 
to shop until they drop. This is their idea of a good time. In 
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my community, people travel considerable distances 
within the community and elsewhere to shop with grea 
enthusiasm and great effect. 

What the Legislature has tried to do over the last num. 
ber of years is to regulate this enthusiasm with a view tc 
economic order and protection, particularly for the work. 
ing men and women of the province—a totally under. 
standable objective it seems to me; however, practical is 
quite another matter—an effort to regulate in the interest 
of some kind of public morality. Again, from an idealist’s 
perspective, not an unreasonable expectation, and for cer. 
tain social objectives which I think flow from that interes 
in public morality. All of that I perfectly understand, but |} 
say now what I have said before, as legislators we woulc 
do well to understand what it is we can easily regulate anc 
what it is we have no hope of regulating, at least to the 
extent that we would make people believe we might regu: 
late. 

Here, of course, the liquor question becomes interest 
ing, because for decades our predecessors in this chambet 
tried in vain, mostly, to regulate the demon rum. We have 
still a residue of that moralist crusade that is quite a won- 
derful, joyous commentary on our beloved Upper Canada 
As one of my friends says: “You know, only in Ontario 
The way we essentially resolved that great debate was 
accordingly that you could buy the stuff, but you coulc 
only buy it in a government store and you could only take 
it out of a government store if it was wrapped in an opaque 
brown bag.” We have done it for decades and it brings 
great comfort to our peculiarly Upper Canadian soul anc 
morality. As far as I am concerned, if it does, who am I te 
complain? A lot of people who visit this province look an¢ 
smile an endless smile at this kind of public policy. “Yes. 
they will drink, apparently, but if they choose to drink ir 
this province, they will buy it from us at world-class prices 
and we will wrap it in many wrappings of brown paper s¢ 
that no one out there in Hamilton, Cambridge, Listowel 
Kitchener or Iroquois Falls will see the awful, corrupting 
stuff. They can take it home and with the blinds drawn anc 
the kids in bed they might just have a wee nip.” 

Anyway, here we are regulating again in the interests 
of social justice, economic protection and public morality 
It is a brave politician who moves into this area, and I look 
back on the fiasco of our effort in this respect with no little 
pride. Did we do the night thing? In my view, absolutely 
Did we do it awkwardly and poorly? You bet. I accept é 
fair measure of self-criticism because never in my wildes! 
imaginings would I have expected to be lacerated by the 
Association of Municipalities of Ontario over the outrage 
of public policy based on a municipal option when that is 
in fact what we had had for decades. I see they are at il 
again. AMO does not like this legislation because, my 
God, it has as its core component municipal option. | 

I repeat, the government has and had no choice, and] 
commend it for the common sense of that. A long distance 
it is from that which was shouted about two years : 


rather like British Gas, you are quite prepared to put 
little bit of water in your wine when the harsh realities 0! 
these kinds of pressing issues have to be resolved. 
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I read somewhere the other day that AMO is upset and 
ust think, my God, what do they want? Do they want a 
oup of provincial bureaucrats in Queen’s Park telling the 
ople of Grattan township in Renfrew county what ex- 
tly they can and cannot do around the regulation of retail 
sre hours? I do not believe that has ever been the policy 
any government in Ontario for at least the past 50 years, 
d it would be perfect madness for any government to 
ibark on that as a course of action. 

I say to my friends the members opposite, my diffi- 
Ity with what they have done in this legislation has not 
ything to do with the vast gap that exists between the 
tual performance of this policy relative to the promise of 
steryear. I understand why the government cannot do 
Jat it said it would do. However, I am very concerned at 
> encumbrance it has placed on the local option, and I 
derstand why, because of course it must show those 
ople out there that it has tried to put some brakes on 
Jat is, in some cases, an unbreakable community interest 
individual urge. 


30 

But I think this legislation, as has been commented 
on by others, will be a lawyer’s paradise. As my friend 
e member for St George-St David has said, this is 
ough to keep a former Attorney General interested in the 
actice of law. 

I saw something today actually that came across my 
sk, one of these Lawyers Weekly journals. Members all 
t it I am sure. Mr Justice Michael George Bolan, QC, 
e of the Legislature, has granted some kind of leave to 
ve the previous government’s legislation ‘tested—I am 
rry, that is on the insurance; it is on the threshold. But I 
unt to come to insurance because they are not unconnected. 


_Interjection. 


Mr Conway: Listen, I promised to be brief, but I sat 
re for months. I listened and watched the chandeliers 
verberate with NDP indignation about Bill 112 and Bill 
3, or Bill 113 and Bill 114. The member does not want 
know what his colleagues did. He does not want to 
ow the kind of tactics that were engaged in. I was think- 
x about that the other day, but it would be really impolite 
d impertinent for me to recall. 

| I simply say that when I looked at what the govern- 


mnt has done to the local option, if I were on a local 


uncil, boy, I would be pretty ticked off. I would be mad 
hell because it has created unnecessary confusion. It has 
ded very considerable expense to the decision-making 
a given community. It has certainly, without any doubt, 
Jed very considerably to the cost of doing business in 
§ province at a time when we are all hearing—I was in 
agara Falls the other day and I had a lot of sympathy for 
se people from the board of trade who were describing 
‘at they are confronted with in this legislation. This pol- 
will not sit in a vacuum. 
In my community, two and a half hours from the New 
tk state border, scores of people are leaving every Satur- 
morning, apparently, to shop in Massena and Water- 
. And so, for those communities that I represent, a long 
y from the border relative to Niagara Falls, Welland and 
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other such communities, if I were in the local chamber of 
commerce or on the city council, I would be looking at this and 
saying, “Yet more cost, more complication, more confusion.” 

Again, the government will say it has done so to give 
effect to the common pause day, worker protection and, of 
course, that is the argument that will be advanced. I do not 
believe it is going to do anything to advance materially the 
position of the previous government’s policy, however ill- 
communicated that policy was. 

I say as I look at this that for people to seriously imag- 
ine that the criteria—I am too tired on a Monday to have 
the fun with this that I would like to on another day. But 
my friends opposite are smart people. They are good peo- 
ple. I think the member for Nipissing was talking about 
this. I cannot conceive of any community I represent that 
could not be open on one or any combination of these 
criteria. 

Again, I do not fault the government for that. That is 
exactly what Bill Davis and George Kerr and John MacB- 
eth came to conclude as they went around and around 
looking for a way. Those Tories did not stay in office for 
42 years by accident. My friends to my left—there are not 
too many left who remember those days—but I am going 
to tell the House that if we go back and look at the efforts, 
particularly in the mid-1970s, they may have said one 
thing and done something a little different. As I say, I was 
a member of the Legislature for years before I realized the 
tourist exemption is like the Delphic oracle: it can mean 
everything or it can mean nothing. 


Again, it taught me something about making public 
policy. It is like liquor. It is evil; it is all kinds of things. 
But you can tax it, you can make them buy it from a 
government store and you can wrap it in a brown paper 
bag. That somehow settles the nerves to a sufficient extent 
just to allow everybody to get on with other things. I never 
learned any of that in graduate school or in elementary 
school, but I have learned it in the school of politics. Boy, 
it is a very interesting education. 

But I look at this and I think this is the nightmare of 
this package. The government has tried with great and 
predicable socialist zeal to get into the business of enumer- 
ation. Of course, it has had to cast the net with some 
degree of flexibility, so we have things like historical or 
natural attractions, cultural or ethnic attractions, a concen- 
tration of hospitality services, sale of heritage or handcraft 
items, or a farmers’ market, access to hiking, boating or 
fishing, fairs and festivals. 


In the presence of my good friend from the public 
interest group that I think is called Citizens for Public 
Justice—a good fellow, smart—I cannot believe that Ger- 
ald is going to look at this and see it for anything other 
than the tourist exemption that was always there. I would 
disappoint him because he and I are not going to agree. He 
is going to want something I cannot deliver, however 
much I might want to agree with him. 

One of the interesting things in a community like mine is 
that the city in which I live, Pembroke, is by and large closed 
on a Sunday. My other little community 35 miles away is 
open. That may violate certain nostrums about uniformity and 


2024 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


universality, but it works and it has developed over time to 
meet different kinds of community circumstances. 

What the government has tried to do here now is set 
out criteria that presumably are going to be litigated and 
interpreted. I think the opportunity here for judicial review 
of what councils do and do not do, what chambers of 
commerce do and do not do, what labour councils do and 
do not do is endless. It will be painful, it will be miserable, 
it will be never-ending, as I said earlier, and it will, most 
importantly, add confusion and cost to a sector that em- 
ploys tens of thousands of people and a sector that by all 
accounts is in very difficult straits as a result of local taxa- 
tion, international pressures and a variety of other things 
that have been much commented upon. 

I simply say, in conclusion, what have we? We have 
NDP policy that is built on the fundamental principle of 
local option with criteria that will allow every community 
that I know and represent to be wide open if they choose. 
But if they choose, they will now have to go through a set 
of administrative and bureaucratic hoops that will be very 
complicated in some cases and especially confusing and 
costly. 

This bill will not provide what was offered, namely a 
common pause day of any great effect. I respect the in- 
stinct of my friends opposite to try to do that. But just as in 
a society of 10 million people where large percentages 
apparently will insist as a matter of either economic right 
or recreational interest to shop on Sunday you will not in 
any significant way stop that enthusiasm, you are not 
going to be able in any real way to create the common 
pause day, for those and other reasons that have more to do 
with the changing complexity of our multicultural mix in 
Ontario in the 1990s. 

Finally, the government has put municipalities in a po- 
sition where I have a feeling that, whatever we do in this 
process, after perhaps 18 months to 36 months we will be 
back either at their urging or perhaps at the urging of one 
of the higher courts to try, once more with feeling and once 
more without any real unanimity, to regulate the unregul- 
able, namely retail store hours in this province. 


1840 


Hon Mr Farnan: I have to say I always enjoy the 
analysis of the member for Renfrew North. Articulate as 
he is, entertaining as he is, and persuasive as he is, he 
misses the point. 

The point is this: He talks about local option. His defi- 
nition of local option applies quite clearly to the old Con- 
servative law where they had the tourism exemption but 
no definition. It applies quite clearly to the Liberal 
administration’s local option, which was simply to hand it 
back to the municipalities and to have no further part in 
that. 

But what we are proposing is something quite distinct 
and something the member never referred to at all in his 
presentation to the House this evening. We are talking 
about a local provincial partnership. We are talking about a 
responsive local administration together with a responsible 
central co-ordination. With the sensitivity and the knowl- 
edge and expertise of the local community and with the 


provincial guidelines and the definitions provided, we cai 
get some uniformity, we can get some balance. But we ar 
essentially talking about a partnership. 

So entertaining as the presentation of the member fo 
Renfrew North was, it is deceiving because, while we ar 
being entertained, we are not addressing the substance o 
the issue. The substance of the issue is that this legislatior 
is significantly different, very different from what has pre 
ceded it. This legislation is common pause day legislatio 
for families and communities, with provincial guideline 
where there were no provincial guidelines before. 


Mr Daigeler: I think the member for Renfrew Nortl 
certainly hit the substance of the issue, and I fully agre 
with him. As I indicated earlier, the substance is that thi 
legislation has the same effect as ours had with regard t 
openings on Sundays. 

In my comments, though, I do not really want to ad 
dress the legislative or regulatory aspect of this bill. 
would like to mention something that relates absolutely t 
the philosophy or the thinking behind the whole questior 
of work on Sunday. 

Perhaps I am coming from a bit of a different directior 
than the member for Renfrew North, with all due respect. 
think too often, we look at this question as a religious one i 
the narrow sense or in a 19th-century concept, as the membe 
for Renfrew North spoke of. But, quite frankly, I think we ar 
looking at this question in too narrow a perspective. 

I recently read in the Globe and Mail a very interestin; 
article on leisure and what in our society we are doing t 
the whole concept of—I use the traditional word—con 
templation, in the sense of doing nothing. That seems t 
have gone by the wayside. We are so addicted to work an 
to doing things that we are bypassing that elementar 
human element which is seeing and admiring things. Tha 
is from the Latin word “contemplation.” I think that is a1 
essential dimension to humanity and hopefully to our soci 
ety as well. 

I think the whole concept of leisure is something tha 
should enter the debate, not so much about the legislatiot 
but what we do on Sundays. 


Mr Sutherland: I just wanted to make a few com 
ments in response to the member for Renfrew North, par 
ticularly when he was talking about why people shop o1 
Sundays. He talked about how he does not like to shop 0 
Sundays but sometimes is forced to, and he mentioned hi 
family members. 

I have often been intrigued about how we have gottei 
to the point in our society where in many respects shop 
ping has become almost the number one family activity. 
think it is a very sad commentary on our society that some 
how spending money and bowing to the gods of commer 
cialism is the number one activity people find fulfilling 
a family activity. | 

Having worked in the retail sector for seven year 
through high school and university, I have never seen wh! 
people would want to shop on Sunday. I always enjoye 
having that day off to do what I consider true famil) 
things, such as birthday parties and those types of thing 
for family members, for mom and dad and nieces ani 
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phews, and anniversaries and what have you. It really is 
very sad commentary when the advertising whizzes on 
adison Avenue have truly won over people and con- 
nced them that six days of the week are not good enough 
run up your credit card to the maximum and be in debt 
d increase your personal debt. You need to do it on a 
venth day. 

I find it rather disconcerting that this is where our soci- 
y is at, and I certainly hope we can change that trend 
mehow. I do not think we can legislate that, but some- 
w through education people will realize there are better 
mily things to do than shopping on Sunday. 


Mr Bisson: I also echo those issues. The honourable 
ember was not here when we raised a few points before. 
was raised in the retail sector; both my parents were 
iployed, not only employed but self-employed in the 
siness sector. I understand full well the implications of 
rents having to work on Sunday, having lived in that 
rticular thing myself. 

At the beginning of his discourse the member alluded 
this Legislature when he mentioned that he had to work 
| Sundays as a politician and that it is one of his most 
portant days. My comment is that it is our choice as 
dividuals to work on Sunday at our particular thing. If 
> do not, we may not get elected in four years, but it is 
mething of a choice and opportunity. The question I 
ve for him is, should we not give those people who want 
2 opportunity the choice not to work on Sunday? I take it 
at he supports that particular thing. 

The other point I want to make is that one of the argu- 
ents used inside this particular debate is that we need 
ven days of shopping to be able to compete within the 
arketplace. I too am a little confused on that particular 
int because for over 120 years since Confederation 
thin this province, we have been basically operating on 
six-day or five-day work week even at one time in the 
Opping sector. When I was a younger lad I remember 
2y used to be closed two days a week, Sundays and 
ednesdays, and managed to make money over a five-day 
riod. Now we have diluted it over six, and some people 
2 suggesting we dilute the money the business sector 
ings in over seven days, which just raises the cost of 
eration because it is still the same number of dollars out 
2re that we consumers are putting in the pockets of the 
‘ail merchants. Apart from the convenience, I really 
ynder just how much money is to be made on Sunday. 

I think it comes to the point my honourable member 
ade a little while ago, that somehow our society has 
ade shopping on Sunday a sort of trendy or in thing to 
It has made going out and shopping a central part of 
r life, and I do not think that is the issue here. 
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_Mr Conway: I want to take issue with my friend the 
licitor General. The basis of the Liberal policy, which he 
ght disagree with, was without any question local option 
thin a provincial framework which made some reason- 
le provision for worker protection. In that respect, I do 
t see the new government’s policy as fundamentally dif- 
ent. I repeat, the Liberal government policy turned on 


the principle of local option within a provincial frame- 
work, which included some reasonable measure of worker 
protection. 

I do not share his view, nor do independent analysts, 
that this policy is qualitatively different from the previous 
government’s policy, although it is different in degree. 
That is why I do not like it. It encumbers municipalities 
and businesses with a whole panoply of socialist regula- 
tion and cost that I think is going to be confusing at the 
very least and most likely counterproductive. 

Second, a generation ago the debates in this place 
would have been about the efficacy of Sunday sport and 
Sunday entertainment and whether there should ever be a 
ball game. Times change and now 50,000 people parade 
virtually every Sunday to the SkyDome and there is not a 
great debate about that. That reflects changing attitudes in 
the community. 

One of the reasons I will be very busy over the next 
three months in my constituency is that I will be worn out 
going with hundreds of other people to church picnics on 
Sunday, irony of ironies. That is where I will be. When I 
think about this debate, the only thing that is more interest- 
ing than municipalities attacking local option are churches 
complaining about this when I will join thousands of 
churchgoers at church picnics over the course of the com- 
ing months. 

Finally, I strongly support local option. I would rather 
have a more closed than open Sunday, but I think commu- 
nities should have the right to make that choice. 


Mr Carr: I am pleased to rise this evening and con- 
tribute to the debate on this very important bill. I must say 
at the beginning, though, that on an issue like this, I am 
surprised the government has pleased no one when hope- 
fully at least one side of the issue could be happy. In fact, 
with this legislation all it has done is make it a lot more 
confusing. 

Normally you would think that if it brought in a bill, it 
would please one side or the other. However, it has man- 
aged to alienate every side of the issue. In the short period 
of time it worked on this legislation, it has managed to 
alienate all sides of this issue. It has pleased no one with 
this bill. I think it is a sad commentary on the 
government’s performance that it cannot get even this 
right. It cannot make even one side happy. It has to alien- 
ate everybody on the issue. 

When I look back and reflect on what happened in the 
previous debates—I think one of the previous speakers 
alluded to this—during some of the debates the Solicitor 
General actually had a tiny chicken that he brought around 
for some of the hearings. He put it on his shoulders and 
brought it around during some of the debate and mocked 
the previous Solicitor General for taking the chicken way 
out, as he called it. 

So what does he do? He turns around and does the 
same thing. Then we wonder why in this day and age 
people are a little cynical and sceptical about politicians. 
They say one thing in opposition, go around and mock the 
previous government with little chickens and then turn 
around and their bill does the same thing. They take the 
chicken way out by passing it on to somebody else: “It’s a 
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tough decision. I don’t want to make it, so I am going to 
lob it on to the municipalities for them to make.” 

If you look back at the history of the Sunday shopping 
debate and see what we have gone through—and I think a 
couple of other previous speakers talked about it, going 
way back to 1845 when all activity was banned but 
churchgoing and certain works of necessity and charity— 
through that period we had many changes. In 1892, I 
guess, the first Toronto referendum on allowing Sunday 
streetcars was defeated; so this debate on what should hap- 
pen on a Sunday has gone on and on going way back. 

In 1943 the Attorney General, noting widespread disre- 
gard for the Lord’s Day Act, announced he would no 
longer give permission to prosecute souvenir stands, hot 
dog stands, cigarette stands, rental boats, rides in airplanes 
and Sunday excursions. In 1945 they ended the Sunday 
movies for servicemen during that period of time. I was 
reflecting a little bit on this with somebody about a week 
or so ago. I am not that old, but during that period of time 
we actually had curfews in some of the sporting events. 
This debate on whether we were going to be allowed 
sporting events went back for years. 

It is kind of ironic that some of the people who are now 
saying we should have the right not to work are the same 
people who go down to the ball game and park. The park- 
ing lot attendants have to work on Sunday and they say we 
cannot shop on Sunday. Those are the same people who 
then go to the stands and have a hot dog and maybe even 
an occasional beer. The people serving them have to work. 
When it comes to their own particular pleasure, they are 
prepared to have other people work. 

In this day and age our laws make it so ridiculous that 
you can go to one of the farmers’ markets and get lettuce, 
but you cannot buy the salad dressing for it unless you go 
to a convenience store, a 7 Eleven or one of the other 
stores. As we sit here today, you can buy it on a Sunday 
but you have to go to a different store. We are now in a 
position where you line up and certain products can be 
bought but other products cannot. The government is try- 
ing to regulate everything. As I sit back and reflect on this, 
I see that there has been no change and no improvement. 
As I said earlier, every interest group on every side of this 
issue, whether it be the municipalities, labour or the stores, 
all are opposed to this particular bill. 

I guess some of the headlines say it best: “Wishy- 
Washy Sunday Plan Angers Cities, Labour and Stores.” In 
Metro, officials said the new legislation would create “a 
chaotic mess for municipalities and may lead to wide-open 
Sunday shopping in some of the city’s busy districts.” One 
of the local councillors said, “I am disappointed because 
the province said they were going to decide which stores 
would open and I naively believed them.” Cliff Evans, the 
Canadian director of the United Food and Commercial 
Workers, said, “I’m very unhappy because it doesn’t re- 
move the local municipal option.” Here the government 
has municipalities and labour unhappy with it. 

Now I will talk a little bit about what the business 
community said. This is a quote from one of the people for 
the Canadian Federation of Independent Business: “I read 
it aS a very wishy-washy piece of legislation, as much as 
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just about any other area in the community could be open, 
The Ontario Chamber of Commerce says the same thing 
that the proposed legislation has put a huge and unasked 
for burden on its 168-member organization, a burden tha 
could tear many of them apart. 

The business community, labour and the municipalitie 
are not pleased with it. As we sit here, the only one 
pleased with it are the group on this side who wrote th 
legislation, and I suspect half of them are just doing i 
because it was brought in by their government. 

Barry Agnew, the vice-president of one of the Bay an 
Simpsons stores, said, “Once again this government ha 
refused to take steps that are urgently needed to help retail 
ers in this province be competitive.” Some Metro official 
who were talking about the interpretation of this bill said i 
would create a chaotic mess. Through editorial after edito 
rial, as members have been looking through the paper 
over the last little while, the overwhelming consensus ha 
been that nobody is pleased with this legislation. 

I read now what John Winter, the president of one o 
the associations, said. He is involved in some of the cross 
border shopping: “It’s incredible that retailers aren’t al 
lowed to be competitive. The iron law of marketing is t 
give the customers more of what they want, less of wha 
you think they need. Somehow we’ve got the Ontario gov 
ernment violating this fundamental law.” 

We have got both sides of the issue claiming victory 
We have one side saying it is going to make it tougher an 
the other sides saying it is going to make it easier. Quit 
frankly, it is now going to come down to the courts t 
decide. The courts will be the ones deciding it. As in th 
past, we will have court decisions and court cases after cou 
cases. The municipalities will be forced to take this particula 
legislation and deal with it as they are challenged. 

I received some information from the local municipal 
ity of Halton. This is going to mean that people are goin; 
to line up before the criteria and try to get exemptions 
They will be the ones to have to make the tough decision 
because this government is not prepared to do it. The gov 
ernment says it has made the tough decisions on some 0 
the criteria for tourism, and as most of the speakers hav: 
alluded to, when one looks at the criteria, if this is a toug! 
decision, then I would hate to see an easy decision, be 
cause it has made it so easy for particular groups to tak 
the tourism option. 
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I think some of the speakers have done this but let’ 
just take a quick look at the criteria again. Almost ever 
community in this province would be able to be claimed a 
a tourist exemption. So for those who say, “Yes, we’ve go 
a tough law and we’ve made it so that there will be : 
common pause day on Sunday,” that is not true. It is a 
easy as can be with these particular criteria. It will now bi 
up to municipalities to decide, instead of this government! 
what shops will open. We are going to have a piecemea 
situation where we are going to have some shops open 0} 
one side of the street and potentially other ones closed 01 
the other side, so we are going to have a mismatch. | 

To anybody who is wanting to go out and shop ol 
Sunday we are going to have a situation where they wil 
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ot know if the municipality qualifies. We now have dif- 
rent levels of exemptions. We are going to have one for 
e small retailers and one for the large ones. That right off 
¢ bat is going to make it so that the larger retailer is 
oing to take it to the court and challenge it. We are proba- 
ly going to see a period of time when we are going to 
ave appeals and it is going to be challenged as unconsti- 
tional by the large companies. The small companies are 
bing to be challenging it if they do not get the proper 
ling from municipalities. Through all this we have got a 
ublic out there who is going to become more and more 
ynfused. . 
They say they are tough exemptions for the criteria. 
/hen one looks at it, every part of Ontario would meet the 
urism criteria. “Historical or natural attractions”—that 
juld virtually say anywhere in this province. “Cultural or 
hnic attractions’—anywhere from Toronto to downtown 
udbury will qualify for that. “A concentration of hospital- 
y services”—in most areas, local shops offer plenty of 
ospitality services, so they are going to be able to qualify 
| that. “The area predominantly provides for shopping 
tivities” which feature themes or markets or “the sale of 
eritage or handicraft items’—again, most areas in the 
rovince will qualify for that. It provides access to hiking 
id boating; we now have in this province a situation 
here fishing in most lakes and rivers and streams will 
ualify for that. 
What they have done is they have brought in exemp- 
ons so that virtually everyone can now be exempt from it, 
it they have said: “We’re not the ones who are going to 
ake the decision; it’s going to be up to municipalities. We 
} a government are not going to decide. We’re going to 
row it into the laps of the municipalities.” It is a little bit 
onic that the Solicitor General mocked the last Solicitor 
eneral for taking the chicken way out and then turned 
ound and did virtually the same thing. 
I will read some of the comments from across the 
rovince because I do not think people just want to hear 
iy Opinion on it. “The NDP has collapsed back to the old 
wunicipal tourism exemption which made such a mockery 
:: Business Holidays Act,” one paper said. Of course 
; we know, it was the Liberals who were the first to throw 
‘¢ municipal option out there. Another paper said the 
‘ovince planned to exempt border cities from its prom- 
ed Sunday closing laws, which is what the Solicitor Gen- 
al said. He said: “Certainly that’s the goal. Border cities 
going to be exempt but I’m bringing in this tough 
gislation that’s going to give a common pause day.” He 
Te to please both sides and consequently has pleased 
) one. 
As the Premier said, and I will give a quote that was in 
ae of our local papers, “I can’t prevent municipalities 
m doing what they’re entitled to do.” What is going to 
ppen is he is going to say: “The municipalities can do 
atever they want but, boy, I’m tough. I’m bringing in 
is tough law that is going to leave a common pause day 
it on the other hand say that it’s up to municipalities.” As 
id earlier, then we wonder why people are a little bit 
mical and sceptical about politicians. 


Another paper, when provincial New Democrats 
wanted to drop the requirement for police officers to swear 
their allegiance to the Queen, told critics: “Get real. This 
isn’t the old colonial Ontario.” They said, “This is a multi- 
cultural, multifaith place where no one wants to pay hom- 
age to some fusty old monarch any more.” That was a 
quote from one of the papers. Here they are saying they 
are going to consult and leave it with municipalities but, 
when it comes to issues like that, they do not leave it up to 
the municipalities. So there is selective consulting and 
when there is a tough choice to be made, they slough it off 
on to somebody else rather than making the tough choice. 


One of the spokesmen for the Committee for Fair 
Shopping said the large food stores have always agreed 
with the principle of allowing workers to refuse to work on 
Sundays, and I think that is something everybody agrees 
with. Nobody in this province should be made to work on 
a Sunday if he is opposed to it, particularly on religious 
grounds. I think that is what we need to do: ensure that 
nobody is forced to work. 


It was kind of interesting yesterday to get the com- 
ments from my eight-year-old son. I said I was going to be 
standing up and speaking on Sunday shopping. He said, 
“Dad, why don’t we just make it that if somebody wants to 
shop on Sunday, they can, and if somebody doesn’t want 
to shop on Sunday, they don’t have to?” 


It is kind of interesting that what we have done here is 
make it so complicated that the only people who are happy 


- with it are the lawyers. The lawyers are the only ones who 


are going to be able to look at it and say, “The more 
complicated the better, because I’m going to be able to 
collect my money to be able to untangle it and to be able to 
take it to court when all the court challenges crop up.” 


The ironic thing is that it will not be this government 
that will have to pay for it; it will be the municipalities that 
are going to have to spend the time fighting it in court as 
they get challenged time and again by local businesses, 
either pro or con. Regardless of what side of the issue, 
there are going to be challenges. If you make a decision in 


- a municipality and people are unhappy, it is going to be 


challenged and we are going to see a tremendous amount 
of litigation. I think in this day and age, that is the last 
thing we need. 


One of the presidents of the chamber of commerce in 
Sault Ste Marie said that she is very unhappy about the 
province’s plan. They are not happy up in Sault Ste Marie. 
The chamber of commerce in Sault Ste Marie is not happy 
with the plan. They pleased no one. 


On the other side of it we see such headlines as, 
““Open Sundays Are Inevitable,” Merchants Say.” We 
have a government that stands up and says: “Boy, we’re 
going to have tough criteria. We’re going to have a com- 
mon pause day.” The merchants are saying that virtually 
everyone is going to be open. “‘Sunday shopping in On- 
tario is inevitable despite the New Democrat government’s 
proposed legislation,’ retailers in favour of Sunday openings 
say.” So here they are saying, “We’re going to have this 
tough new law to have a common pause day,” and the retail- 
ers are saying, “Uh, uh; it ain’t going to work. We’re going to 
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be able to open.” Quite frankly, with the municipal option 
and with the criteria they have, they are probably right. 

I think one daily had a headline that said it best: “Pass- 
ing the Buck on Sunday Shopping.” That is really what 
they have done; they have passed the buck on to someone 
else. There is a tough choice to be made, so they passed it 
on to someone else rather than stand up and be counted 
like a government should. 

The legislation is a sign of a government wearing 
blinkers, of pushing its agenda forward without recogniz- 
ing the pitfalls of the agenda. They recognized some of the 
pitfalls, so what they attempted to do was please everyone. 
Consequently, they have done what most governments 
should know they cannot do; they have attempted to please 
everybody and they have pleased nobody. 

The president of the Hudson’s Bay Co—and I think 
our leader alluded to this in one of the questions—told the 
company’s annual meeting that sales fell earlier this year 
when Sunday shopping stopped in Ontario and that poten- 
tially 4,800 Hudson’s Bay jobs were lost during that period 
of time. Here we have a government that is not prepared to 
make the tough decisions one way or the other. They have 
tried to straddle the fence, and consequently I think what 
they have done is they have pleased no one. 

I look at some of the other editorials: “‘ Protection for 
retail workers is difficult,’ says the Solicitor General.” 
Quite frankly, as Mike Freeman, a spokesman for the 
United Food and Commercial Workers International 
Union, said, “It’s almost impossible to legislate protection 
for workers.” These are union people speaking, so the gov- 
ernment should listen to them. I know sometimes it does 
not listen to the business community. Mike Freeman, a 
spokesman for the United Food and Commercial Workers 
International Union, said, “It’s almost impossible to legis- 
late protection for workers.” They are saying it cannot be 
done, and quite frankly, this legislation certainly has not 
done it. 

The next headline is “‘Sunday Bill is Flawed,’ NDP 
Admits.” The Solicitor General, when he went on Focus 
Ontario, was reminded during the interview: “By your 
own admission, the right to refuse work on Sunday is 
rather spineless. It’s weak. It can’t be enforced.” This is 
what this Solicitor General said: “Let me tell you, there is 
no question that what you said is true.” So he believes it 
cannot be done, yet when the statement comes and he is 
standing up in front of this Legislature, he troops out, say- 
ing, “We’re going to be able to protect the workers and it 
can be legislated.” In fact, he agrees with what was said. 
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“Thousands of retail workers will have the absolute 
right to refuse work,” said the Minister of Labour, but the 
fact is, the unions do not believe that, business does not 
believe that, the municipalities do not believe that, and in 
fact the only one who believes that is this government and 
I guess that is even a little bit sadder as we sit here today. 

One of the retailers said, “At best, the provincial Sun- 
day shopping plan boggles the mind of local retailers.” 
One of the co-owners of a ladies’ clothing store, Morning 
Star, said, “They seem bent on making it harder and harder 


for us to survive.” So again you have the retailers saying 
they are not pleased with the law. 

Since one of the big thrusts has been on the tourism 
criteria, I thought I would take a look at what Tourism 
Ontario said. “According to the most recent statistics, Sun- 
day cross-border shopping by Ontarians increased by 32% 
between February and March of this year following the 
reimposition of Sunday shopping restrictions in Ontario,” 
That is what they are saying. This is a group saying cross- 
border shopping increased by 32% during that period of 
time, and yet we have got a government that says it is 
taking tough steps to protect workers in this province. It 
has not done a thing. 

As I sit back and look at the history, we have all the 
amendments that came in and the various things that were 
happening. We were going to have trolley cars that were 
going to be able to operate on Sunday and then we got rid 
of them; we had servicemen who were allowed to go to 
movies; we had professional sports that were exempt from 
Sunday but only until 6 pm, so what used to happen— 
those who are old enough to remember, and I am not one 
of them—is that the game used to be called at 6 o’clock. 
They used to go home and play the next day and the team 
used to have to stay over if they did not finish in time. 

What this particular piece of legislation will do is make 
it so the history of the Sunday shopping issue in this prov- 
ince will continue. Instead of making the tough choices to 
end it once and for all on either side of the issue, what they 
have done is ensure it will be prolonged for a further pe- 
riod of time. The only ones who are happy with it are the 
people who are going to be involved in the litigation: the 
lawyers who see this as a chance to make some money as 
they argue all sides of the issue in front of every munici- 
pality are now going to be swamped. They are going to be 
swamped at council meetings across this province over the 
next little while from both sides of the issue, trying to deal 
with it. e 

We will not see any outcome that is going to be satis- 
factory to anyone. We are going to have a piecemeal piece 
of legislation. We are going to have situations where po- 
tentially some parts of our ridings are going to be open and 
some will not be. Consumers are going to be relatively 
confused by it. Border towns are going to want it. They are 
going to be confused by it. Lord knows how long it is 
going to take for this legislation to go through if somebody 
does pass it. They have to hold public hearings. When you 
look at it, what we have is a piece of legislation which, 
quite frankly, I am amazed it took so long to put together. 
They spent so much time putting it together, and as I said 
On one other occasion, even a broken clock is right twice a 
day, but they are not able to get one piece of legislation 
that pleases anybody on the issue. Every side of the issue 
is unhappy with what they have done and yet they stand up 
here and say, “We’ve done the right thing.” We even heat 
the Solicitor General championing what he is doing as 
being correct, and in fact no one in the province believes it. 
No one in the province is happy with this piece of legisla- 
tion with the exception of the Solicitor General, who I 
believe is coming over to consult with me and maybe 
change some of the points I have made in this dramatic 
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‘bate. Maybe I have moved him. I think he has moved to 
is side of the House for the next period of time. 

What we are going to have is potentially a domino 
fect, a patchwork of Sunday shopping, and this bill has 
ne nothing to alleviate those fears, but in fact it has 
rved to increase them. 

I think I spoke too long. He is going back to the other 
Je again, so I should have quite while I was ahead. 

There is little difference between this NDP piece of 
gislation and the Liberal piece of legislation, in so much 
both dump the responsibility back on the municipalities. 
uite frankly, I guess the Solicitor General would be a 
tle bit embarrassed, considering he is the one who 
ocked the previous Liberal government as taking the 
icken way out and then turned around and did the same 
ing he accused Joan Smith of doing. 

The absence of a definition of the geographic area 
eans it is now up to councils to determine if a single 
law may apply for the entire municipality or for a spe- 
fic area. So we have complicated it further. We are going 
be talking about geographical areas, we are going to be 
king about tourism exemption criteria, and nobody but 
e lawyers is going to be able to figure this thing out. 
1ey have got four years in government, or, God forbid, 
ve years, if they take it to the distance. Instead of simpli- 
ing, instead of making the tough choices to clarify this 
sue once and for all, what they have done is muddied the 
aters and made it so that we are going to be having 
clear regulations and criteria for the next little while. I 
spect there will be numerous court challenges, adding to 
‘th the municipal tax burden and the retail cost. Every- 
ydy is going to be defending each side of the issue. 

I received a little bit of information from the town 
licitor of Halton about it. I guess municipalities are not 
ying to be too happy, because they are going to have to 
end all their time now in litigation on this Sunday shop- 
ng law, when all the government had to do was to have 
e political courage to make the tough choices, to stand 
» in this day and age and make the tough choices. In- 
2ad, they have tried to straddle the fence, and quite 
ankly, they have fallen over the edge. 

_ This is not a good piece of legislation, even after the 
ne it took to put it in place. We waited and we waited. 
1e Solicitor General said, “We’re consulting and we’re 
ecking and we’re consulting and we’re checking with 
is group.” He had them all in, and then what did he do? 
2 brought in legislation that pleased no one. He brought 
legislation that no one is happy with, and from some of 
2 comments from all sides of the House, including some 
the people from the Liberal Party, everybody is looking 
this piece of legislation and saying, “We waited so long 
r it and we’re so let down by this piece of legislation.” 

The history of the Sunday shopping debate in this 
ovince does not end with this piece of legislation. It goes 
and on, and I suspect, with the number of hearings we 
ve had over the last little while—there has been commit- 
» after committee travel this province; they have heard 
missions—some of the people must be getting sick of 
aking the submissions, because they make the submis- 
ms, they make their point, and no government has the 
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political courage to stand up and do what it believes to be 
right and potentially to alienate anyone. 

I am going to enjoy the summer months travelling with 
my friends on all sides on the justice committee. My friend 
from Guelph will have a chance to see wonderful parts and 
hear the debate and will go around and once again listen to 
all the wonderful things. I guess the only people who will 
enjoy it are some of the members who will get a chance to 
see this fine province, because the people who come be- 
fore us are going to be saying: “Can’t you characters down 
there in Queen’s Park get it right? Can’t you listen to us 
once and for all and stand up and take a piece of legislation 
and implement it and have the political courage to make 
the right decision?” Instead, we are going to be going 
around the province again, trooping around the province at 
a tremendous cost while we listen to people. We listened to 
people over the last little while— 


Mr Mills: That’s five times you’ve said that, Gary— 
on and on and on. 


Mr Carr: My friend the member for Durham East 
will be with us, and he will be with us going around the 
province. In fact, one of the big facts is that nobody out 
there in the public is going to believe that these hearings 
are going to change or achieve anything. 

It is going to be a lot like what happened in the stand- 
ing committee on finance and economic affairs. They were 
piled in literally higher than the Treasurer of the day is, 
although, as he says, that is not too hard to do. That was 
his comment, not mine. But we pile submission after sub- 
mission, people come around for these hearings, and then 
the government turns around and does not listen anyway. 

As a matter of fact, I am going to see if the Solicitor 
General will let me borrow his little chicken to take 
around. I hope he has kept it. I asked him earlier if he did 
keep it and he cannot seem to find it, because that is in fact 
what happened over the last little while. We had a Solicitor 
General who is not prepared to make the tough choices. 

I will wrap up my comments by saying that this piece 
of legislation we are talking about pleases no one. The 
people of the province, the people in the stores, the people 
in the labour movement, the workers, the people who are 
out there in Ontario; nobody is pleased with this legisla- 
tion. Let’s at least admit the mistakes of this government 
and at least let’s have this summer, when we are going 
around for some of these hearings, to finally make the 
tough choices that need to be made to get legislation that 
will end this debate once and for all. 

Even though I will have enjoyed travelling around with 
some of my friends and colleagues in the justice commit- 
tee, I still do not want to be here five years from now still 
trying to debate because of a government that will not 
have the political courage to make its decision. Just stand 
up and do it, make the political choice that needs to be 
done, and then we would be able to get rid of it once and 
for all. Let’s end this debate and move on. 
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Mr Sutherland: I want to respond to a couple of 
comments made by the member for Oakville South. He 
used a quote that one of the people opposed to this said 
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that this legislation does not make retailers competitive. I 
believe it was a representative of one of the large retailers. 
I believe it was the gentleman from the Bay who said that. 
I find that a very interesting quote to use, because I am 
trying to figure out how allowing Sunday shopping or al- 
lowing large retailers to open is going to make them more 
competitive when all you are going to do is spread their costs 
out over seven days rather than six days. In other words, you 
are going to increase their costs. I have never known increas- 
ing their costs to make anybody more competitive. 

I guess then, if they are not going to be made more 
competitive that way, what the member was suggesting is 
that what Sunday shopping is going to do is to squeeze the 
small, family-owned businesses out of operation, because, 
as members know, those people have to work six days a 
week as it is now, and there is no way that any family can 
work seven days a week. They need to have at least one 
common pause day. So all that is going to do is to hurt the 
small, family-owned people. Maybe that is their goal, that 
they feel somehow through their large purchasing power 
they still cannot compete with those small business people. 

I would also like to draw the member’s attention to 
some comments he made about cross-border shopping. 
Obviously the member did not hear the Gallup poll today 
which indicated that in British Columbia, where they have 
had Sunday shopping for many years, they are leading the 
way in cross-border shopping, that British Columbians are 
leading the country in participating in that unfortunate ac- 
tivity. So Sunday shopping is not related to the issue of 
cross-border shopping; it is much different. 

Let me just say, in closing, that we do not really need 
Sunday shopping. If retailers were like bankers with their 
old hours, 10 to 3, then maybe we would need it, but I do 
not think we do now. 


Mr Harris: I want to say briefly to the member for 
Oxford that the business community will be delighted to 
know that he understands why the Bay laid off 4,800 peo- 
ple better than the Bay does and that he understands the 
retail business better than the retailers themselves do. I 
guess it is part of the problem we have that those who have 
never sold more than a peanut in their lives seem to think 
they know better how to do business than the business 
people themselves. Quite frankly, I believe the members 
opposite do believe that, because I have looked at the leg- 
islative agenda, the tax agenda, the budget agenda, and I 
do think they believe they know better what makes it 
work. 

However, I did want to comment on the remarks of the 
member for Oakville South and say that I have been as- 
tounded how, in such a short period of time, any member 
could come to such a commonsense grasp of the issues as 
the member for Oakville South has. I enjoyed his remarks 
today. There are a number of colleagues across the House 
in government who have been here for a considerable pe- 
riod of time, but the member for Oakville South, a new 
member, has quickly grasped the issues, both the legisla- 
tive issues and the issues surrounding the history of this 
bill. I wanted to say how delighted I was to hear those 
remarks and how proud I think all members from all par- 
ties of the House would be of the member for Oakville 


South for that non-partisan grasp and understanding of leg- 
islative issues and this bill. 

Since my time is waning and the minister is not here, I 
would like to point out to the parliamentary assistant that 
right now, as we speak, Windsor is passing the final read- 
ing of a bylaw to allow wide-open Sunday shopping in the 
whole town because they say you can drive a truck 
through this bill and the whole town is a tourist area. 


Mr Bisson: I thought there were a couple of interest- 
ing points, and I just do not have the time to deal with all 
of them, so I will pick a couple of interesting ones. 

On one of the points that he raises, the analogy of his 
eight-year-old son, who had a solution to this problem by 
saying, “Why don’t we just allow those who want to go 
shopping on Sunday to do so and those who don’t not to?” 
I would have to think that if we carry that analogy to other 
parts of our society, really it would be irresponsible on the 
part of any government to turn around and abdicate its 
responsibility when it comes to dealing with an issue. 

Mr Carr: He is more responsible than you are on 
other issues, too. 


Mr Bisson: The member should keep his interjections 
to himself, please, until he has his opportunity. 

The point is that we as governments, no matter what 
our Stripe is, have to deal with the issues that are before us 
as a government and have to be able to make some distinc- 
tions and have to be able to make some decisions. The 
decision we made on this one, which we maintained as the 
principle we talked to outside of government before we got 
here and we maintain now that we are the government, is 
that we will put in place a common pause day that respects 
the right of the individual who decides not to work on 
Sunday to. be able to have the opportunity to do so. 

I am glad the member for Nipissing is in, because a 
little while ago, basically he was trying to say, why do we 
have to put this into legislation? No, that was the point 
from the other member; I am sorry. It comes back to what! 
said a little while ago. I lost what the member said a little 
while ago. Sorry. | 

Mr Harris:. I would be happy to refresh your memory. 

Mr Bisson: No, no. It does get giddy here about 7:30 
at night. 

In regard to the business people, I just want to say one 
thing very quickly and very clearly. The business commu- 
nity within my riding met with me and we worked together 
before coming up to this bill about this whole issue. They 
were concerned about what Sunday shopping meant to 


_ them as small business, because they were afraid that if 


you allowed wide-open Sunday shopping, what indeed 
you were doing was allowing the larger share of the maf- 
ket to go to the bigger companies and those who were ina 
small business did not have the opportunity to compete on 
such a level. 


Mr Mills: I was rather alarmed that the member for 
Oakville South finds this piece of legislation so compli- 
cated. I do not find it complicated at all. He said about five 
Or six times that there is no one, absolutely no one, who 
agrees with this proposed legislation. That is absolutely 
ridiculous. We have the support of this by Christian 
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hurches and lobby groups; we have Tourism Ontario, 
vhich is in support; we have Fairness for Families, a 
road-based coalition of business, community, labour and 
eligious interests; all favour this legislation. 

On a personal note, I can tell the member for Oakville 
outh that I live on Wellesley Street. There is a little 
rycleaner’s there. I was in there the other night. The guy 
dentified me as being a member of the government. He 
aid to me, “Am I ever glad that you guys are sticking with 
unday shopping.” I said, “Why?” He said, “We came 
ere in 1960.” They work seven days a week, his two 
rothers and himself, and he says, “Sunday’s the only day 
hat we get together as a family.” He said, “If this was 
vide open, the cleaner around the corner, Cadet, wouid be 
pen, the cleaner around there, Sketchley, would be open, 
nd my family life would be destroyed.” So for the mem- 
er for Oakville South to say that absolutely nobody sup- 
orts this bill is absolute rubbish. 

He said it is being backed on to the municipalities. We 
ave given the municipalities the criteria to effectively 
ome to grips with this. Those criteria are under some 
evere scrutiny. That is the way it is going to be and it is 
‘oing to work, I am confident. 


The Chair: The member for Oakville South has two 
ninutes to summarize. 


930 


Mr Carr: I am pleased in these last couple of minutes 
9 talk about a couple of the points. First of all, it is kind of 
ronic that some of the members of the government side 
vould actually talk about being fair to small business. This 
; a group of individuals who, when it came to the situation 
vith the budget, are not taking a look at any tax relief for 
ny small business. They are not taking a look at helping 
ny small businesses with their measures, and it is ironic 
hat they stand up and say they are helping small business 


vhen in fact nothing they have done since they have been » 


n government has helped small business in this province. 
In the most heavily taxed province in Canada, the most 
ieavily taxed jurisdiction in North America, because they 
annot tax any more, they run up this massive deficit. So 
mall business is going to be paying years from now. 
There will never be any opportunity for tax relief because 
if what this government has done. They cannot stand up 
nd talk about helping small businesses. 

My friend the member for Durham East talks about his 
riend the cleaner. If it is as close to this Legislature as he 
ays it is, this particular place would be classified as a tourism 
rea, so guess what is going to happen: the municipality of 
Aetropolitan Toronto could say that is a tourist industry 
nd, whammo, that guy is going to have to be open be- 
ause all the other places are going to be open. 
| There is going to be a tourism criterion. They will say 
ae Legislature, a little bit of history in this place, is within 
lose proximity, so they are going to be able to open up. 
Jo you know why? Because in Metropolitan Toronto they 
Te going to pass a bylaw that says this is a tourism industry. 
lis friend who opened the cleaners is going to be facing 
nose same competitors who are going to be open and they 
re going to take business away because the municipality 


| 
| 


of Toronto can now open because of the tourism exemptions. 
I think they said it best: They are so broad they can drive a 
truck through them. That poor person is going to be coming 
to them a year from now and saying, “You let me down.” 


Ms Haeck: I wish to participate in the debate. I relish 
this particular debate because I was one of those people 
who made a presentation to the Liberal task force that 
toured St Catharines several years ago. I feel it is important to 
make some of those same comments on behalf of the 
workers who would be forced under previous legislation to 
work on Sundays. 

It is essential at this juncture to draw to the viewers’ 
attention, to your attention, Mr Speaker, and to the other 
members’ attention in this House that this particular piece 
of legislation allows an employment standards officer to 
apply penalties under the Employment Standards Act, either 
to a worker who has erroneously made a petition or a 
complaint, as well as to a work site. None of the other 
members so far seems to have recognized that this piece of 
legislation in fact allows penalties to be applied as well as 
allowing the right to refuse to work, and it is essential we 
balance the right to refuse with penalties. 

First of all, I would like to draw to everyone’s attention 
that the Sunday shopping the members opposite particularly 
wish to refer to as being such an advantage to Ontario is in 
fact Sunday working. I want to also draw to their attention 
that so many of the workers they would like to see work- 
ing on Sundays are in fact women, who are for the most 
part extremely low-paid employees, frequently making 
only minimum wage, who have no access to good public 
transportation in areas outside the metropolitan areas. 

I can speak from personal experience because the peo- 
ple in my former work site, when they were obligated to 
work on Sundays—and I also have to admit that was not a 
retail establishment—faced two-hour-long bus rides to get 
themselves from their place of employment back to their 
homes. I consider that unacceptable, but in areas outside 
Metropolitan Toronto, Ottawa and Hamilton, public transit 
is not in the same position. It does not start at 9:30 in the 
morning; it does not run until midnight. In places like St 
Catharines, St Catharines-Brock specifically, there is no 
transit system running between St Catharines and Niagara- 
on-the-Lake. Any worker, any student, who happens to 
work at the Shaw Festival has a very difficult process and 
faces the prospect of hitchhiking. Hopefully, a parent can 
take time from his day to drive them back and forth to 
Niagara-on-the-Lake in order to be able to work. 

Transit is a major problem for areas outside Toronto or, 
as I already indicated, Ottawa or Hamilton, because those 
transit systems are not that well developed. If a woman— 
and I will refer back to women—are low-paid women, 
which many of the retail workers are, how can they really 
afford to pay taxicabs back and forth from their work site 
to home? It is an extremely expensive proposition. 

Further, I would like to draw members’ attention to the 
fact that when we say Sunday shopping, as the members 
Opposite seem to imply, is this great necessity and this 
great economic advantage, how do we deal again with 
women workers who have young children? Child care is 
not an option available on weekends; I defy all members 
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opposite to address the issue of supplying infant care on a 
weekend. It is absolutely non-existent. We talk about what 
Sunday shopping is supposed to be doing to the economy, 
but has the opposition truly taken into account the high 
cost Sunday working imposes on working women? It is a 
very high cost, frequently requiring single women to leave 
children in not-the-best child care situations. They are fre- 
quently required to pay exorbitant amounts for transporta- 
tion, where it even exists, and in many areas, to date, there 
has been no protection for workers at all. 

The previous pieces of legislation my colleagues have 
referred to so eloquently provided really no protection at 
all. When they framed a piece of legislation, they did not 
think about the many women they were forcing into unac- 
ceptable situations, and I am offended by that. I was of- 
fended by that four years ago and I am offended today that 
they now would like to make this grand gesture and say 
they were looking out for the shoppers of Ontario and for 
the municipalities. 

The current piece of legislation as proposed by the 
Solicitor General and our government gives municipalities 
enabling powers to determine if the tourist areas, so de- 
scribed by the opposition, truly fit within the criteria of a 
tourism industry and should be approved for an exemption 
and therefore allowed to open on Sundays. But it has to 
meet province-wide criteria, and that is an element, I be- 
lieve very strongly, the opposition has chosen to ignore. 
By setting down those criteria, by requiring those munici- 
palities and tourism sectors to actually substantiate why 
they deserve an exemption, is not complicated. It is not 
confusing, as the opposition would like to portray it. In 
fact, it is a very simple process. 

Is this building open on Sunday? I have to admit I am 
frequently not here on a Sunday so I am not in a position 
to speak to that. One of the members opposite said that the 
dry cleaning store down the road is all of a sudden going 
to fall within the framework of the tourism sector. I would 
strongly suspect the dry cleaning store does not truly fall 
within a tourism sector, since it is a relatively new estab- 
lishment and, unless it decided to obtain some old dry 
cleaning technology, I do not think it would qualify as a 
museum and therefore would not lend a historical perspec- 
tive to the dry cleaning industry in Ontario. Therefore, 
from my somewhat learned experience, having worked in 
the historical section of the St Catharines Public Library, I 
would venture a strong educated guess that they would not 
quite qualify under those circumstances. 


1940 

From that note of humour I would like to return this 
debate to something a little more serious, to demand that 
the opposition think of the workers in this province, and 
not imply that this is confusing or complicated. There are 
standards. There are many forms of legislation in this 
province that require standards and this is another one. 
They are simple, they are straightforward and they are 
easy to comply with. It is not a difficult process at all. We, 
as a government, have a strong obligation to protect work- 
ers, and this legislation, including the Employment Stan- 
dards Act, does exactly what it sets out to do: it gives 
workers the right to refuse, gives workers adequate time 


with their families and allows people the option of choos- 
ing not to work at a time when it could be of great finan- 
cial and family disadvantage to themselves. | 

I commend the Solicitor General and the Minister of 
Labour for putting together the kind of legislation I can. 
very easily support. I can say a good many of my constitu-| 
ents feel likewise, that this is the kind of legislation they 
would like to see and would have liked to have seen four 
years ago. 


The Speaker: Questions or comments? Are there any 
other members who wish to participate in second reading 
debate? The member for Dufferin-Peel. 


Mr Tilson: Thank you very much, Mr Speaker. 
Interjection. 


The Speaker: Sorry? We called first for questions or 
comments and there was no response, but were some 
members a bit tardy? The member for Oxford. 


Mr Sutherland: I just wanted to pick up on what the 
member for St Catharines-Brock was saying about the im- 
pact of Sunday shopping on women workers. As I men- 
tioned earlier, I worked in a grocery store for seven years 
and 75% of the people in my store—and I believe those 
figures are pretty valid for most of the retail sector, but 
particularly in the grocery store area—are women and 
many of them are working part-time already. Many of 
them are working a couple of nights, a minimum of two, 
maybe up to three nights a week already, when they are 
away from their family. They are also working Saturday. If 
we allow them to work on Sunday that will have a very 
negative impact, certainly on their family life and the time 
they can spend with their children and the rest of their 
family, and also in terms of having time for other relaxing 
activities. 

I just wanted to re-emphasize that point, because I 
think it is very valid in the discussion about Sunday shop- 
ping. People do not seem to realize that many part-time 
people are already working many evenings, when the nor- 
mal work week is the so-called 9 to 5, Monday through 
Friday. That is a very important point that needs to be 
re-emphasized. 


The Speaker: Questions or comments? The member 
for St Catharines-Brock is entitled to two minutes, since 
there has been a comment by another member of the 
assembly. 


Ms Haeck: I appreciate the comments of the member 
for Oxford, and I know there are many, many women out 
there working at this very instant who need this legislation 
to protect them, to give them an option, so that they can 
look after their families. From my own experience, I really 
do feel it-is crucial and that it is a privilege to be able to 
speak on this topic this evening. 


Mr Tilson: I listened to the comments from the mem- 
ber for St Catharines-Brock. Her comments, like many of 
the other comments I have heard, specifically from the 
government side, I question. I understand where they are 
coming from. They are saying, “We want a common pause 
day.” But as I interpret what they are saying, I do not think 
they realize what they have done with this tourist exemption. 
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She indicated that it was impossible for an individual 
tore to be designated a tourist area, in the example of the 
leaning establishment, but I think if she reads the legisla- 
ion a little bit more carefully, as it has been defined, she 
vill. find that not only large department stores, but specif- 
cally areas or even municipalities can be classified as 
ourist areas, and hence entire municipalities, entire re- 
sions could be technically classified as tourist areas. 

I think that is the fear of many of us in this House, that 
n fact they are speaking out of both sides of their mouths. 
Jn the one hand, they say they are in favour of a common 
yause day, and yet they have not studied their legislation to 
ealize that conceivably we could end up having the entire 
rovince—it is unlikely, but it is possible that large sec- 
ions of the province could be classified as tourist areas. 

I too was present, although I was not a member of this 
egislature, when the previous committee went around the 
yrovince. I think it was under the chairmanship of the 
nember for Brampton South. I too participated as a mem- 
yer of the public in those hearings. At that particular time, 
was a councillor for the town of Orangeville in my riding 
ind I was requested by our council to speak against that 
pecific legislation that was being put forward by the pre- 
rious Liberal government. I would imagine there are many 
nembers of the current government who, if they were not 
lected at that time, took the same position. I have not 
ieard that, but my speculation is that it is the case. 

Our particular hearings took place in the city of Orillia, 
vhere I spoke on behalf of my municipality. The issues 
ddressed at that time were issues that most members in 
he government spoke of when they were seeking election 
r re-election last summer. 

One of those issues was the issue of downloading, 
yassing the buck to the municipality. There is the issue of 
he increased costs to the municipality to administer the 
revious legislation. There was the fear of litigation, of 
vassing bylaws and having these challenged. There was 
he fear of the domino theory, in other words, one munici- 
ality passing a bylaw and the adjoining municipality 
/assing it and so on and so forth until you had large blocks 
/f municipalities that had passed the previous legislation. 

There was no question that our municipality opposed 
he legislation. We simply did not like it. I guess the ques- 
ion our municipality put forward was, how much can so- 
ety spend? Can you spend more in six days than seven 
lays? How much more can we spend? 

_ There is the issue of balkanization or the patchwork 
hat was referred to. All these arguments were used by the 
‘overnment members, who were at that time in opposition, 
nd many of us in our party whether you were in or out of 
he government against the previous Liberal legislation. 
950 

~ When J attended in Orillia I listened to church groups, I 
istened to retailers, I listened to labour groups, I listened 
9 women’s groups, as well as our own representations and 
ither municipalities’. They were overwhelmingly opposed 
9 that legislation. 

- Yet if members study the current legislation that is 
eing put forward by the Solicitor General, I think they 
vill acknowledge that if the issue of the tourist area is not 
| 

| 


properly defined, the same arguments government mem- 
bers were trying to avoid, the same problems they were 
trying to avoid when they were debating this issue around 
the province or when they were debating this issue in the 
election last summer, are occurring with this legislation. 

The tourism definition could expand throughout the 
province. It could move from Windsor or from any of the 
border municipalities. That is where it could start, for ex- 
ample, and then the adjoining municipalities and so on, 
until we have large regions and large blocks of areas that, 
simply for economic reasons, have classified themselves 
as tourist areas, simply to survive, simply to meet the com- 
petitive market, to do the very thing that the government is 
trying to stop. I do not think the minister has thought that 
out. To listen to him now, it is as if the people in the 
province are guaranteed no Sunday shopping. Well, they 
are not. There is no guarantee of no Sunday shopping in 
this province. 

The member for St Catharines-Brock referred to 
women’s issues, and there are issues that are going to de- 
velop from that. There are issues with respect to day care, 
the increased requirements for day care, not only in the 
private sector but the public sector, as a result of shopping 
on Sundays that will result from the government’s legisla- 
tion. There will also be increased requirements for trans- 
portation services. 

All of these issues were put forward by the NDP mem- 
bers and representatives from that party in the last election 
and when the hearings were going around the province, led 
by the Liberal government at that time. We are going to 
hear the same thing. I suggest that before we go out into 
the province to listen to the hearings the government clar- 
ify some of its definitions to avoid that. 

The Solicitor General has stated that he does not think 
it is going to work. Now he is trying to clarify that, but 
given the very fact that he has made that statement, that he 
has acknowledged that we are going to have legislation 
that is not going to work, why in the world are we pro- 
gressing with it? Why do we not withdraw the legislation 
and start all over? It is not too late to do that. 

I compared the previous legislation to this legislation, 
because I believe the arguments we are going to be hearing 
from members of the public and perhaps from the same 
groups are going to be identical once they realize the effect 
of the definition the members of the government have put 
forward. 

The tourism exemption will be administered by the 
municipalities. That is what the government has said. It 
has said that bylaws will be passed. The government has 
talked in the past about no downloading, “Don’t pass on 
expenses. to the municipalities.” They said that in the last 
election. They have gone into it in other pieces of legisla- 
tion, and now it is coming forward in this legislation. 
There is going to be more downloading put forward in this 
legislation. 

When we study the issue and we go over what the 
tourism criteria are, they are very general. This has been 
referred to by other members of this House. For example, 
they list categories, such as historical or natural attractions. 
I do not know what that means. A municipality could put 


2034 


any definition it wishes on that. It is a very arbitrary type 
of presentation that a municipality could put forward. You 
could have an old building. You could have a series of old 
buildings. That could be classified as a tourist area under 
this list of tourism criteria. 

Second, the area has cultural or ethnic attractions. Our 
society is becoming more and more multicultural, so is 
every municipality around this province. Does that mean 
that if there is a specific multicultural group in any particu- 
lar municipality, that area can be designated a tourist area? 
I would submit it does. 

Third, the area provides a concentration of hospitality 
services. I do not know what that means. Does that mean 
that in a rural municipality if there is one hotel—I am 
obviously exaggerating some of these examples, but if we 
follow the definitions set forth in the act, it is a very real 
possibility. 

In other words, the very arguments that occurred with 
the previous Liberal legislation are going to come forward. 
There is going to be a tremendous amount of pressure if a 
group such as all the retailers in the Eaton Centre decide 
that should be a tourist area. I can assure members there 
will be other areas in the city of Toronto, whether it be the 
Beaches or Queen Street West or other areas, that will say, 
“If they are designated a tourist area, for competitive eco- 
nomic reasons we should be as well.” 

We all know what is going to happen then. Other mu- 
nicipalities are going to say, “All our people are going to 
Toronto to shop, and therefore we should be designated as 
a tourist area and we will use the very definition—” You 
know, number 6, fairs, festivals or other special-event at- 
tractions are held in the area. 

I do not know what that means. Does that mean that if 
you have a specific fair in a municipality, therefore the 
whole municipality can be designated as a tourist area? 
There is no specific definition as to what a tourist area is, 
so the domino factor is a very real possibility. We argued it 
with the past legislation and we are going to argue it with 
this legislation. Tremendous pressures will be put on mu- 
nicipalities to declare themselves as tourist areas, unbeliev- 
able pressures. It is not fair for this government to dump 
its responsibilities on to the municipalities. 

The tourism exemption therefore gives, I believe, and 
it has been put forward by others, unrealistic powers to the 
municipalities to do what I believe is the government’s 
responsibility. The definition of tourism is not really clear. 

On the issue of balkanization, there could be pockets 
throughout the province that define the tourism criteria in 
different ways. There is no rhyme or reason to that. Since 
these are arbitrary decisions, you could have something in 
Sault Ste Marie which might be quite different in Corn- 
wall. They might have entirely different interpretations as 
to what a tourism area is. Again, that is dumping the re- 
sponsibility on the municipality, and all of the costs it 
entails, and hence local property taxes will go up to 
counter the responsibility that has been placed on the 
municipalities. 

Again I submit that, contrary to what members for the 
government have said, there will be no common pause 
day. It may take some time. It is not going to happen 
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overnight, but there will be no common pause day, as has 
been suggested. We do not know how long that will take’ 
but I think if you follow the reasoning process in the same 
way that you reasoned the previous legislation, you will 
determine that there will be no common pause day. 

The comment that there has been an effort in the legis: 
lation to stop employers from forcing employees to work 
on Sundays is an admirable statement to make. But the fac’ 
of the matter is that if employees do not work, there wil 
be other ways. We have seen it happen. I am very dubious 
that clause will work. Yes, there are fines. I think it is $50( 
for the first occurrence and $2,000 or $5,000 for the sec: 
ond occurrence after that. That is very admirable, but there 
are going to be other ways in which the worker will be 
penalized, in my view, that will be slight and will be very 
difficult to administer. | 

It gets back to the Solicitor General’s comments. Tha 
portion of it will be very difficult to administer. I agree 
with him. It will be very difficult to administer that Spe 
cific section. How do you protect the employees? He is 
right. It is going to be tough to administer that section, anc 
it is going to be tough to protect the employees. There will 
be blatant examples, but then once you get past those 
areas, there will be other areas that will make it very diffi. 
cult to assist the workers. So I do agree with the Solicit 
General when he makes those comments. | 
2000 | 

It gets back to the subject of plazas. Again, I am repeat. 
ing arguments that were made for the past legislation. Pla. 
zas, for some unearthly reason—if the area provides 
access to hiking, boating, camping, fishing or other out: 
door recreational pursuits that is a very general clause. 

Think of the plazas around this province that are neal 
those sources. All you have to do is persuade your coun- 
cil—the pressure may be on as a result of othe 
municipalities’ actions—and you have got yourself desig: 
nated as a tourist area, and gone is the closed Sunday. Sc 
where is the common pause day? I submit that this govern- 
ment does not have a common pause day. 

There is the whole issue that has been raised by other 
members—and I would like to comment briefly on it—the 
whole subject of legality. We have seen how legislatior 
has been challenged. It has been suggested this legislatior 
may be challenged as well, and I hope it is not. I hope the 
bylaws are not challenged if the government is intent on 
pursuing this legislation, because it is going to put a great 
financial burden on many municipalities. 

There is a statement by the ministry that where there is 
a dispute over Sunday work or an employer takes actior 
against an employee who refuses Sunday work, the em: 
ployment standards officer will now be able to issue orders 
for compensation or reinstatement. I am not too sure what 
that means. Does that mean we are going to be creating é 
larger bureaucracy of employment standards officers? Is 
this going to create yet another large bureaucracy? I think 
it does, because obviously the government is going to have 
to be prepared for that sort of thing, and what sort of cos! 
is that going to entail for the taxpayers of this province! 
How many more officers will have to be hired to enforce 


ais legislation, if indeed it can be enforced, and I submit it 
annot. 

What does the appeal process mean, the imposed ap- 

eal process? I do not know what that means in terms of 
ost. How many more people will have to be hired to 
nforce that? We have not heard much from the govern- 
aent, and I would imagine that as time goes on throughout 
qe hearings, we will hear exactly what these other little 
ide issues are, the cost of the bureaucracy in administer- 
ag this legislation. I submit it will be substantial. 
In brief, the tourist area will probably start in the bor- 
er towns and, as a result of economic pressures, move 
utward. It might start in the Eaton Centre or someplace 
Ke that in the larger municipalities, but it will spread, and 
Je pressure to classify tourist areas will be substantial. 

The other question I would like to refer to briefly is the 
eographic boundaries of specially designated areas. How 
3 that going to take place and what role would local mu- 
icipalities have in the regional decisions on that designa- 
ion? I will be looking forward during the hearings to 
earing some of the regions and some of the smaller mu- 
icipalities within those regions talk about that, because it 
ould create some difficulties. Specifically, the legislation 
oes not relieve the municipalities of deciding which 
tores can legally open Sundays and holidays. Stores and 
ven entire shopping districts can apply for tourist exemp- 
ions to the law, with the eligibility for this spelled out for 
he first time in the new guidelines. 

_ Task some of the members to remember that the issues 
aised by my friend the member for Oakville South—his 
oncerns are legitimate and they should listen to him be- 
ore they set out around the province to debate some of 
hese areas, because he is right. He is absolutely right. 
’eople think the government has created a closed Sunday; 
am afraid it has given a false impression, because once 
ve start defining a tourist area, we will find it has indeed 
lone the exact opposite. 

_ Again, I emphasize that with this legislation the prov- 
nce has saddled municipalities with the responsibility for 
ranting exemptions to the lucrative tourist areas. They 
lave certainly paved the way. They have prepared for bat- 
les between regional and local municipal politicians over 
sunday shopping and the whole issue of what is and what 
$ not a tourist area. The battle lines are being drawn, and 
hat is regrettable, because that is what the last government 
lid. These people were supposed to rectify all that, and 
hey have not done that. They are creating a monster that is 
ust as dastardly as the last government’s in the type of 
egislation they have put forward. 

I will be looking forward to hearing some of the com- 
nents that will be made by the people of Ontario on this 
egislation because I think it is not as simple as members 
rom the government have suggested. I think they have 
reated a very difficult, unmanageable and unenforceable 
viece of legislation. 


Mr Harris: Let me first of all say I raised a question 
3g the parliamentary assistant when I spoke last and 
sked him for his comments on the situation in Windsor. I 
ee the minister is here now and I will perhaps repeat some 
yf those concerns and ask the minister if he would care to 
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respond.The parliamentary assistant talked about 
Sketchley Cleaners, I think, and the cleaner that he had 
talked to, and how delighted this cleaning company was 
that we would not have wide-open Sunday shopping. I 
would ask the parliamentary assistant if he asked this 
friend of his, that is the cleaner, during the nine months 
when we had self-regulation, was Sketchley’s open? Did 
he have to open? No, none of the cleaners were open on 
Sunday. Self-regulation works so well without any in- 
creased court costs, without any increased police, without 
any increased legislation, without any increased bureau- 
crats. But I tend to believe, as the member for Oakville 
South has pointed out, that if we get into Toronto declaring 
itself a tourist area because surely this building is historical 
and touristy in fact this legislation could easily lead to 
more opening than otherwise. 

I also wanted to say how delighted I was with the 
comments of the member for Dufferin-Peel. I know all 
members of the House will join with me in applauding his 
remarks tonight and in encouraging him and saying how 
quickly he has grasped the legislative process. For a new 
member to have made remarks that outshine any that I 
have heard from across the floor, I think, is outstanding. I 
know his constituents in Dufferin-Peel will be delighted 


with the job he has done in presenting his viewpoints and 


in his expertise in understanding the nuances of this legis- 
lation far more than the minister does. 

I do not have time to talk about Windsor, but perhaps 
the minister will respond anyway, as tonight they are pass- 
ing third and final reading of the bylaw to have wide-open 
Sunday shopping because they said they could drive a 
truck through the minister’s legislation. They are a tourist 
area. 


Hon Mr Farnan: Normally, I suspect, at this particu- 
lar time it is appropriate when a member of the House 
makes an effort to make a meaningful contribution to the 
debate, that members, when they stand up, recognize the 
member who has spoken and in some way either agree or 
disagree with him. I am kind of shocked that the leader of 
the third party would stand up and totally ignore the contri- 
bution that the member of his party made to this debate. 

I respect the contribution of the member who spoke in | 
the debate, and I am going to speak to that right now. I am 
simply going to say to him that his views are his views and 
he is quite legitimate in putting forward those views here 
in the House. However, the principles of this legislation 
remain intact. They are solid principles; they are good 
principles. They are principles that the member for Wel- 
lington, in fact, endorsed in his remarks to the House 
today. 

It is impossible for me at this stage to answer the 25 
questions that the leader of the third party put forward, as 
he refused to comment on the contribution made by the 
member of his party. 


2010 
Mr Sterling: I was here when the member for 
Dufferin-Peel spoke, or at the end of his speech, and then I 


heard the leader of our party, the member for Nipissing, 
stand up after. I do not know whether the Solicitor General 
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stepped out for a moment then; I do not believe he did. I 
think he was here. He must have been engaged by the 
member for Durham East because I distinctly heard the 
member for Nipissing praise the member for Dufferin-Peel 
for his understanding of the issue and how eloquently he 
spoke on the issue. 

I want to say, as the caucus chairman of the Progres- 
sive Conservative Party, I could not be more pleased with 
the type of representation we have been able to get from 
our brand-new members, and I am talking about six, eight 
months ago. People like the member for Dufferin-Peel 
have shown the maturity in this House to speak more 
knowledgeably than any of the government members and 
also of the official opposition. When we are talking about 
the official opposition, we are talking of members who 
have been here for five or six or seven years. I am glad to 
see that one of them is with us tonight. 


The Solicitor General does not have to answer our 
questions here. When we go through the committee pro- 
cess—if he shows up at the committee—he will be asked 
at that time. If he does not respond then, we will put the 
bill back in committee of the whole House and we will 
engage him here for days and days and days. We ask the 
questions at this time as a courtesy because we believe that 
by getting some answers from him at this stage we can cut 
down the time and be more efficient with the time of the 
Legislature and facilitate the process. But if he refuses, as 
he has, then he should expect a long process and expect 
opposition to just about every move he takes. 


Mr Tilson: I am almost afraid to say anything after 
the compliments that have been flowing forward for fear 
that my remarks will be spoiled, but I will say to the Solic- 
itor General that yes, my views are my views. But I have 
had some experience, specifically in my riding, with sim- 
ilar legislation that we had gone through some time ago 
with the Liberal legislation, as has he. 


I believe the comments I have made are sound. I think 
the comparisons from the previous legislation to the pres- 
ent legislation are very similar. I believe the hearings will 
reveal the same type of submissions that were made with 
the Liberal government. I believe identical, similar com- 
ments will be made with his hearings as were heard with 
the Liberal government. It will remain to be seen what 
type of comments will be made, but I would predict that 
the same type of criticisms towards the Liberal legislation 
will come forward to his. If I am wrong, I am wrong. He is 
tight—my views are my views and that is the way it goes. 
But I have thought about his legislation, I have listened to 
his comments of how he admitted that it is not workable 
legislation and I believe he is going to have problems. 


Ms Harrington: I wish to make a few brief remarks. 
First of all, last summer I made a promise of a common 
pause day and our party made a commitment to take that 
responsibility very seriously. 

Two years ago, the province, I believe, washed its 
hands of decision-making. That is the way I saw it. Munic- 
ipalities felt at that time that they were dumped on, as the 
previous member has indicated; it certainly brought some 
distress to the local level. 
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I was on city council when that legislation came dow1 
and it was utter confusion. I also sat on the chamber o 
commerce, and much time was spent—not just then, but ; 
many previous years—on discussions to formulate fai 
guidelines for tourism in our community, for what shoul 
be exempt from Sunday closings. These provincial guide 
lines are fair, they show understanding of the tourism busi 
ness and they save—obviously this is one point—th« 
many municipalities and chambers of commerce and man} 
other groups across the province from having to g¢ 
through this again and again and redefine or reinvent the 
wheel for what guidelines should be used. | 


When I spoke last summer in the heat of the campaign 
I asked: “What do we want? Do we want a Las Vegas type 
of society where anything goes at any time of day anc 
anything is available, where people don’t know what day 
of the week or what time it is; is it day or night?” I said 
“No, Las Vegas is the ultimate in commercial society.” 


I wish briefly to contrast that kind of society with ow 
own in Ontario. One example of a commercial society i: 
across the bridge from my riding, in Niagara Falls, Nev 
York. A week ago was the 50th anniversary of the Rain 
bow Bridge. I got to go over and actually share som 
thoughts with the people and gave a speech on the sharing 
of our communities and what the bridge has meant to u: 
and our border. 


I spoke of the exchanges in many parts of our culture 
For instance, my husband always brings his basketbal 
teams over there to the local boys’ club and to Niagar 
University, and we go to Artpark. US citizens come acros: 
to our Niagara Falls and to the Shaw Festival, to partake i1 
the Niagara parks, many beautiful things and, of course 
the British heritage in Niagara-on-the-Lake. 


The one thing I did not say is that the other way i1 
which we are very much connected to the United States i 
through the many toxic dumps sites along the Niagar 
River, 200 in Niagara and Erie counties, 50 of those di 
rectly on the river, including probably the very worst i1 
North America—the Hyde Park dump as well as Love 
Canal, the 102nd Street dump and the S area dump. My} 
point is that anything does not go in Ontario. Commerce 1 
tempered by environmental regulations, by labour regula 
tions and also by Sunday shopping legislation. 


I would like to read one line from a 30 May Toronte 
Star article that I am sure all members have noticed. Franl 
Jones comments on the differences in our two societies 
between the United States and Canada. He wrote: 


“Business America has sold the nation on the three 
pillars of greed—cheap goods, big profits and low taxes.” 


I would not necessarily agree with this, but I jus 
thought I would let members know what he said. 


“What we need to remember is that in Canada we’v 
set ourselves a terribly difficult, maybe an impossible task 
we have tried to create almost a Scandinavian-style socia 
democracy right alongside the capitalist giant. 

“With pensions and baby bonuses, with medicare anc 
regional disparity payments, we’ve tried to create a decen 
society that doesn’t trample the weak, the ill and the poor.” 
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Certainly that is a very damning: condemnation of US 
ciety, but there may be elements of truth in that and 
ynsideration for all of us in this House. 

Let me go one little step further in our contemplation 
f our society, because I really think this issue of Sunday 
lopping is a large one, is a very historical one and comes 
» the fabric of what we want to be. In some senses it is 
roader than just a strictly commercial issue. 

Erich Fromm, in his book entitled To Have Or To Be, 
escribes two kinds of societies, a “having” society and a 
eing” society. A “having” society is based on material- 
m. He says acquiring goods flows from this materialism, 
; do greed, aggression and violence. He concludes that 
is will lead a society to psychological and ecological 
isaster, whereas a “being” society is based on responsibil- 
y and caring, meaningful human activity. I would like to 
ause and say yes, we do want jobs and industry and yes, 
e want to work with both business and industry, before 
le Opposition accuses me of not believing that. 

Finally, I would like to make two points. Ten years ago 
stepped off a plane in Vancouver, British Columbia, for 
1 NDP convention there. We were immediately handed 
amphlets by the small business association. I have kept 
is for 10 years. The Small Business Association of Brit- 
hh Columbia was endorsing its being able to work very 
ell with the NDP government of British Columbia. That 
_a thing most people do not understand, that businesses in 
any provinces with New Democratic governments have 
otten along very well and have flourished. We certainly 
ant to work in that same regard. 

I would like to end by thanking one of my constituents, 
ay Matthews, who owns Drummond Home Hardware on 
ummond Road. He actually sent me postcards last sum- 
ier from the people of Niagara Falls saying they were 
efinitely opposed to Sunday opening of business. The box 
three feet long and two feet wide and it is in my office 
ere in Toronto. I cannot lift it. That is clearly the feeling 
[very many people in the province. 

20 | 

_ Mr Harris: I want to say a couple of things. 

- The minister referred to the comments of the member 
a Dufferin-Peel, saying, “His views are his views.” This 
very true. I know the member for Dufferin-Peel is very 
roud and pleased to be part of a caucus where he has the 
eedom to express his own views. That is not the case in 
I the caucuses in this Legislature. I wanted to say that as 
ell. 

_ Tenjoyed the remarks of the member for Niagara Falls. 
found them refreshing in the sense that I thought they 
ere her views. I have not heard that from very many of 
Ct colleagues. Usually it is the party line, the NDP united, 
ve or die, solidarity for ever—“Whatever the minister or 
ie Premier tells me to say, that’s what I say.” I thought the 
1ember articulated some views. I do not agree with them 
1, but I thought she articulated them. They were her own 
id I thought they were put forward rather well. 

I will be interested to see whether in the next few years 
jiagara Falls decides to shut down everything on Sunday. 
tend to doubt that will be the case. Niagara Falls does not 


strike me as that kind of community. In fact, when I think 
of Las Vegas, in Canada the closest I can think of is Niag- 
ara Falls. When I think of the Elvis Presley Museum and 
some of the other great attractions, I would venture to say 
that Niagara Falls will be open. However, the member may 
know better than I as she lives there. Time will tell. 

I would be interested, though, in the minister’s re- 
sponse to my question, which I will repeat for the third 
time. Windsor council held up third reading of the bylaw. 
They said: “We’re going to wait. The minister’s got new 
legislation.” Tonight, as we spoke, Windsor council said: 
“We’ve looked at the new legislation. Obviously the min- 
ister wants it to be wide open across this province. There- 
fore, we'll have third reading of the bylaw tonight. 
Windsor will be wide open.” Their understanding of the 
legislation is that it is an invitation saying: “Wonderful. If 
you want to open, go ahead and open.” The minister 
should tell me how we are going to have common criteria 
across this province when obviously Windsor has looked 
at his legislation and said, “No, it means wide open if you 
want to be open.” 


Hon Mr Farnan: I want to apologize to the leader of 


‘the third party for not answering his question directly 


when he placed it the last time. Sometimes it is unfortu- 
nate. You may slip into a partisan stance. I apologize for 
that. I will answer his question, can Windsor pass a bylaw 
for wide-open Sunday shopping? The answer under the 
current legislation, the legislation of the previous adminis- 
tration, is very clearly yes. Any community in this prov- 
ince can open up. There is unbridled, unrestricted 
opportunity for any community in this province to go wide 
open, to rip it open and let it sing. That is the reason we are 
introducing this legislation, because under this legislation 
the answer would be no. 

Seriously, any bylaw passed by Windsor or any other 
city after 4 June will be repealed on the day these amend- 
ments come into force. Only with a legitimate tourist ex- 
emption can they then apply to open up parts of that 
individual area, that community. Let’s be realistic about 
this. There are going to be areas of the city that, even if 
they opened it city-wide, because of areas of space, etc, 
could not be recognized under the legislation. 

I suppose if any question clearly distinguishes why the 
amendments we are proposing are necessary, it is the ques- 
tion put forward by the leader of the third party. When he 
asks, “Can Windsor open up? Can any other community 
open up?” let me tell him, every retail worker in the prov- 
ince shrinks at the thought that if this legislation is left in 
place, the current legislation, then indeed we could have 
wide-open Sunday shopping—which is precisely why this 
government is taking the steps it is taking. 

Mr Sterling: I would like to thank the member for 
Niagara Falls for entering into the debate. I believe her 
interest in the issue is genuine and her concern is genuine. 
That leads me to asking the Solicitor General a question 
about Niagara Falls. Because of the nature of the bill, 
where it says that the area has historical or natural attrac- 
tions, I would like to ask the Solicitor General if there is 
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any part of the Niagara Falls riding which would not qual- 
ify, under his bill, to have wide-open Sunday shopping? 

Mr O’Connor: I want to thank the member for Niag- 
ara Falls for her remarks. I think she has shared a lot of her 
concerns. The member for Nipissing astounds me when he 
gets up and speaks after every speaker. When he had a 
chance to speak in this House on the budget debate he was 
not around to speak on it, but he spoke on caucus freedom, 
which really surprises me, because right now probably the 
biggest problem facing the member for Niagara Falls is the 
fact that the GST is driving business out of her community. 
I am glad they have caucus freedom there, because now 
they have said they are going to allow some free debate 
within their caucus. 

Mr Sterling: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I be- 
lieve we are in response to the member for Niagara Falls. 
The member for Niagara Falls wanted to speak to the bill 
and I said I believed her intent was genuine, to speak to the 
issue. This member wants to wander all over the place. I 
ask you, Mr Speaker, to call him into line to respond to the 
comments of the member for Niagara Falls. 

The Speaker: The member for Carleton touches on 
something upon which he may wish to reflect himself. He 
may wish to consult rule 24(a) in the standing orders, 
which specifies that members are allowed up to two min- 
utes to comment upon things which are “relevant to the 
matters before the House.” The spirit may be one thing, 
but the language is quite vague in that rule. I would cer- 
tainly encourage members to respond to the person who 
had spoken, but I certainly am aware that the rule is not 
that specific. 

Mr O’Connor: In regard to Sunday shopping in Ni- 
agara Falls, I am sure one of the biggest factors that faces 
that community right now is the devastation there because 
of the GST. Of course, the Tories in this House are very 
concerned about the economies of these border communi- 
ties and are going to lobby the federal government to have 
that changed to try to help them out. I really look forward 
to hearing about this in the paper when they do that, be- 


cause they are going to speak about that. It is too bad they. 


could not speak about the debate in the House. 

Anyway, I thank the member for Niagara Falls for 
sharing with us tonight her deliverance on the debate and I 
look forward to the caucus freedom that the leader of the 
third party talked about tonight. I wait for that day. 

Ms Harrington: The one question that was raised 
was with regard to what part of Niagara Falls we would be 
dealing with for tourist exemptions. The city of Niagara 
Falls has businesses right now that have tourist exemp- 
tions, and those would be the ones I feel would certainly 
qualify to be exempt under this particular law; the rest of 
Niagara Falls would be closed. That is certainly the intent 
of this legislation. 
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Mr McLean: I would like to comment briefly on this 
piece of legislation that is before us. I was pleased to know 


that the House leader got the approval to sit until midnight. 


I had not anticipated speaking quite that long, but it may 
go on for some time as I get warmed up a little bit. 


I want to talk about the common pause day I hear sx 
much about in this legislation. I would also be interested i 
the minister were able to answer the question my leade 
asked with regard to the stores that would be able to re 
main open in Niagara Falls, because I do not think tha 
would really happen. 

“Sunday Bill Is Flawed, NDP Admits,” and the minis 
ter admitted it on Focus Ontario on Global TV. I find i 
rather odd that we have a piece of legislation here that the 
members of the government are very firmly entrenched i 
passing, when the very minister has indicated that the leg 
islation is flawed. He says there is no question about it, j 
is true. 

I am wondering, as we sit down and discuss this com 
mon pause day, when is the common pause day? Is i 
Sunday, Saturday, Friday, Thursday? What day is he refer 
ring to as a common pause day? When you look in th 
regulations, the tourism criteria, there is nothing withit 
those criteria that would say that anybody would have t 
close on Sunday, whether it is a historical or natural attrac 
tion, a cultural or ethnic attraction. They say, “The are: 
provides access to hunting, boating, camping, fishing o 
other outdoor recreational pursuits.” All those activitie: 
would qualify to have legislation passed that would alloy 
those businesses to remain open provided there are two 0 
them together, and I do not know of anywhere that tw 
would not qualify in this respect. The fair guidelines fo 
tourism are not very well defined, in my estimation. 

When the previous legislation was in the works, we 
were travelling the province having hearings on Sunda 
shopping. 

Mr Carr: Did you see the chicken? 


Mr McLean: At that time the Solicitor General dic 
not have the chicken. He brought the chicken along a littl 
later. But why does he not get a court ruling on this bil 
before it proceeds any further, to know whether it is consti 
tutionally correct? Why waste the time of a committe 
travelling this province to determine whether this bill i 
any better than the previous Liberal bill that was brough 
in? I think we should get a hearing from the court to deter 
mine whether it is constitutional or not. 

Now the committee is going to travel the province thi 
summer and it is going to spend a lot of time listening t 
delegations pro and con with regard to this bill. It wil 
indicate that a lot of people will be in favour and a lot 0 
people will be opposed, and I know the government part 
will be with the people. That is exactly what will happen. 

“Farnan Admits Sunday Law Is Flawed.” It is th 
chicken way out, but the minister will probably take tha 
way when we are done having the public hearings acros 
this province. 

Many business people think this is a government that i 
wearing blinkers, pushing this agenda forward to its ow! 
satisfaction, which it believes the people want. I am not s 
sure that is exactly what will happen. Really, what we ar 
doing is passing the buck on Sunday law. . 


Hon Mr Wildman: No, no—the bill, the bill. 


Mr McLean: No, we are passing the buck. That is ex 
actly what the NDP’s ill-conceived proposal to ban Sunda’ 
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1opping in Ontario except in designated tourist areas 
ould do, wreak havoc at the local government level. 
hey are talking about the municipalities approving it; I 
n not so sure it is going to hold water. 

Open Sundays are totally inevitable across this prov- 
ce. I say to the minister there are two things: First, I wish 
> would get a court ruling on it, and the other thing that I 
ish he would do is to indicate to us what the common 
juse day is, what day it is going to be, and the amount of 
ymmittee hearings he feels will be necessary to make the 
nendments that he thinks would be worth while. 


Hon Mr Wildman: I always enjoy the comments of 
y friend the member for Simcoe East. I really think that 
> has provided us with a helpful suggestion in that he 
inks we would be wasting our time to have committee 
sarings. I think it is unfortunate that he would suggest we 
jould not hear from the people of the province, but since 
> thinks we should not be wasting our time in doing that, 
think we would all like to proceed with his proposal, pass 
e bill on second reading, move immediately to third 
ading, have the bill passed, and then if at some point it 
as to go to court, have the court finally decide. We, as the 
»vernment, think that would be a very appropriate way to 
yproach things, and we thank our friend the member for 
imcoe East for suggesting a way of expediting the proce- 
ires in this House. 


Mr Sterling: I think it was a useful suggestion that the 
ember put forward. I can understand his reason and 
gic, because if this bill in fact is doing nothing, as we 
lege, and is in fact changing nothing from the existing 
w, why waste our time with this whole process? 


It does not make much sense that everything one reads 
-any of the legal journals and anywhere else says that 
is law is a complete farce, that you can drive a truckload 
' politicians through it. If that is the case, then quite 
ankly we should not be spending a lot of our time going 
ross the province and talking to people about it. If it is 
1enforceable, if it will apply to all of Ontario, then really 
e law is for naught and therefore I think the member for 
imcoe East has a good suggestion and I would support 
m in that. 


Mr Conway: I have been listening to these last num- 
sr of interventions, and I am really struck by the number 
f people in this chamber who want to go in and close 
aces down. 


Hon Mr Wildman: Like this House. 


Mr Conway: No, I have been listening for the last 
yuple of hours and the member for Algoma, in quite a 
vely way, was suggesting some entertaining possibilities. 
am beginning to really think the best entertainment I can 
nagine is for some of these people to get their wish. I 
ant to be there when, with a Queen’s Park fiat, a number 
f these people, I suspect on all sides, go to Niagara-on- 
e-Lake or to Whitney or to Wasaga Beach and say, “I’ve 
Mt news for you—in the interest of public morality, you 
e closed.” 


I will get in the business of marketing the encounter 
tween these characters and that circumstance, because I 


think it will be both remunerative and productive of some 
very interesting energy-source material for the province. 

I cannot believe people who have been around commu- 
nities at any kind of public debate—I mean, I see things in 
my own county where, by virtue of history and local con- 
ditions, people have decided to do some things. I see these 
church picnics, as I say, often organized on Sundays, in 
ways and places that strike me as being somewhat at vari- 
ance with what is offered from the pulpit, but none the less 
we gather by the score, and those people work like no one 
else in the community on Sunday for a lot of good causes. 
These people want to go, in the name of public morality, 
and close these people down. Well, I want to be there, 
because it will be a day not soon forgotten, and the lacera- 
tions will be many, I should think. 
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Mr Hope: As I reflect on some of the comments that 
are being contributed by the Conservative Party, I have a 
really hard time understanding where they are coming 
from. I listened to the leader and I listened to a number of 
others talk about self-regulation of the industry and letting 
the industry regulate itself. It just tells me, as I reflect on 
some of the conversations about brothers and sisters, and I 
know it is awfully hard for them to get those words out of 
their mouths once in a while, but as they say about self- 
regulation, it means the workers will not have rights under 
this legislation—we provided the rights. 

When I start looking at and listening to some of the 
comments that are being portrayed tonight as the issues of 
the community and the cost that is involved there, there is 
one extreme cost that is there, and that is to the families. I 
do not refer to this as Sunday shopping; I refer to it as 
Sunday work. Being an advocate on behalf of the labour 
movement before I was elected a member, I understood 
the issues the families were faced with, and that is what we 
fought on. If the ability was there for the small business 
people to compete on Sunday, it is not there because of the 
issues that are put forward. We talked about cross-border 
shopping as one of the issues. Sunday shopping is not a 
result of that problem, so we must look at that one. 

I think it is very important, in listening to the members, 
which just tells me again—they criticize this government 
for lacking direction. I look at and listen to who has been 
contributing in this debate, and there is no direction over 
there. I reflect back to when the two people of the Conser- 
vative Party were running for leadership; one was for and 
one was against. Today we still do not know whether the 
Conservatives are for or against. 

The opposition talks about self-regulation. The workers 
of this province need a lot of rights because they have been 
neglected for so many years and it is about time this gov- 
ernment shows respect for those workers. We are putting 
forward legislation that protects them and their families. 


Mr McLean: I would just like the last member who 
spoke to show me in this legislation where it is written in 
stone that there is any place that cannot be open any day of 
the week. There is no common pause day. Under all the 
tourism criteria, anybody in any municipality in this prov- 
ince will be able to open on Sunday. 
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It intrigued me a lot when I heard the member for 
Niagara Falls saying that the ones that are open now will 
continue to be open and nobody else will be able to be 
open. But if they meet those two criteria, they will be able 
to be open. She does not say that. 

The member for Algoma, who was so quick to respond 
a few minutes ago, indicated that the Sunday shopping 
plan will help all the people of the province. 


Hon Mr Wildman: That is not what I said. 
Mr McLean: Well, pretty close to it. 


Anyhow, I want to say to the people who commented, I | 


appreciate their comments, and I can only say to the minis- 
ter that he has my sympathy, as he and his parliamentary 
assistant travel the province to try to convince the people 
that the legislation he has introduced is right and appropri- 
ate for this province. I do not believe the majority of the 
people will agree with him, however his staff has drawn up 
this piece of legislation which he has to sell to the public. 

If people do not want to work on Sunday, I agree with 
that. I do not believe they should have to, either. I think 
that as time goes on and public hearings take place, we 
will really find out who was right and who was wrong, and 
we will let it stop at that. I wish the minister would indi- 
cate, with this law that will be passed tonight, if there is 
anyplace in Windsor that has to close down. 


Hon Mr Farnan: I am pleased to conclude the debate 
on second reading of the bill. The second reading of the 
bill has been very interesting and I want to thank all the 
members from all the parties who have contributed to the 
debate. It is not surprising, in my view, that there should be 
differences of viewpoint. Indeed the expression of views is 
precisely the purpose of second reading debate and of de- 
bate in this chamber. 

However, I can say that I have not heard anything in 
the debate that would lead me to question the fundamental 
principles upon which the legislation is based. In fact, I 
would say I have heard much in the debate that reinforces 
the fact that the principles we have established in this leg- 
islation are the right principles. I heard members of the 
third party who stood in this House and actually endorsed 
the basic, fundamental principles of this legislation. 

During the election campaign, in the speech from the 
throne and in the public comments on this issue by our 
Premier we have been consistent. We have advocated the 
promotion of a common pause day to strengthen family 
and community life. There is nothing new in this. This is 
not a new position for New Democrats. This is not a posi- 
tion of expediency. This is not something where we are on 
one side of the issue today and on another side of the issue 
tomorrow. This is a position that has been consistent for 
New Democrats as we have worked through the issue of 
Sunday work over many years. 

In the recent consultations that took place through my 
ministry, the Ministry of Labour and the Ministry of Tour- 
ism, certain items were identified: the need for a common 
pause day, the need for some mechanism that provides 
uniformity, the need for the protection of retail workers 
and the need for a tourism exemption. These are the princi- 
ples that we have lived by, the issues that were identified 


in the consultation and indeed the principles that are er 
shrined in these particular amendments. 


Interjections. | 


Hon Mr Farnan: Let me speak for a moment. I d 
regret the fact that we are having these partisan interjec 
tions. We have had a very civilized debate, a debate i 
which people listened with some degree of dignity an 
decency throughout the entire day. It surprises me that o 
the one occasion that I as Solicitor General have to addres 
the issue, the debate is debased by this kind of cheap inte: 
jection. It is unfortunate. 

Let me emphasize the significant difference of this les 
islation from previous legislation in the field. Some a 
tempts have been made during the course of today’s debat 
to compare the amendments we are bringing forward t 
the type of legislation that existed under previous admini: 
trations, be they the Conservative administration of by 
gone days or the more recent Liberal administration. 

There is no comparison between what we are introduc 
ing and what was in place under the Conservatives and th 
Liberals. It is totally unjustifiable to make that kind « 
comparison. 

While they talked about a tourist exemption, the Cor 
servative legislation had absolutely no definitions. W 
heard that by admission today. 

The Liberal administration’s approach was to wash i 
hands completely of the issue. They simply passed tt 
issue to the municipalities and had absolutely nothing 1 
do with it. They gave to the municipalities unrestricted an 
unbridled opportunity to apply the legislation in whatevs 
way they liked. Indeed, the leader of the third party raise 
a very significant question. Under the current legislatio: 
can a city open wide open? Yes, it can. Under the curre1 
legislation as it exists, which was brought in by the Liber: 
government, any city in the province can open wide. 

That is not good enough and that is why we change 
our approach. Instead of a municipal option, which tt 
Conservatives and Liberals have used, we talked about 
partnership between the province and the municipalitie 
We brought in provincial guidelines for legitimate touri 
exemptions. We talked about a partnership that combine 
responsive local administration with responsible centr. 
co-ordination. It is clear that is very far removed from tt 
type of hands-off approach of the Liberal and the Conse 
vative governments. We brought in a mechanism that prc 
vided for some degree of uniformity, some degree « 
consistency, some degree of fairness. It is essentially legi: 
lation that is balanced. 


2050 

Let me talk for a brief moment about tourism withi 
this legislation. We have recognized the unique needs ar 
requirements of the tourism industry in Ontario. We ha\ 
recognized the fact that this industry is a cornerstone ¢ 
our economic prosperity. Over $15 billion is generate 
through this industry in the province. 

Within this legislation, we have said that we will not on 
maintain the industry but will allow the promotion of th 
industry. The opportunities we provide in the area of touris! 
are available to every community, border communities ; 
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ell as communities that are further removed from the 
order. Every community in this province has the opportu- 
ity to take advantage of those in a creative way, develop- 
ig within its area a realistic tourism option that is 
gitimate. 

Here is a quotation from the Minister of Tourism and 
ecreation: 

_ “This approach will enable tourism industries to work 
ith their municipalities to capture the tremendous eco- 
omic and social benefits of tourism. These amendments 
flect a renewed understanding of the significant role that 
yurism plays in Ontario communities.” 

It is absolutely a first in the province. This is the first 
overnment that has ever recognized tourism within this 
articular sphere. We are very proud of the fact, as we 
rotect retail workers, as we work towards a common 
ause day that strengthens family and community life, that 
e also recognize the unique needs of the tourism industry 
ad the small businesses across this province that are de- 
endent upon it. 

As minister, as I travel around, I find support not just 
om retail workers. I am finding it from church groups, 
om small business people, from all kinds of people 
cross the province. They are saying to me, “You know, 
lis was a tough issue, but you faced it head-on and in fact 
ou have provided the kind of balance, the kind of legislation 
iat provides the kind of leadership this province requires.” 

Let me talk for a moment about enforceability, a matter 
lat has come up within the debate. One of the areas of the 
‘gislation is amendments to the Employment Standards 
ct which allow retail workers to refuse Sunday or holiday 
rork, guarantee 36 continuous hours of rest in every 
2ven-day period and strengthen the role of employment 
andards officers in dealing with employee grievances. 

I am quoting the Minister of Labour: 

“Thousands of retail workers will have the absolute 
ght to refuse Sunday or holiday work without fear of 
ysing their job or facing disciplinary action. I believe this 
; an important step towards improving the quality of life 
1 Ontario.” 


Mr Elston: You have told us how enforceable it is. 


Hon Mr Farnan: Some attempts have been made to 
tribute quotations to me that were never made. I have 
ecepted the fact that indeed enforceability is going to be a 
hallenge, but because something is a challenge, because 
omething is difficult, does not mean you do not do it. In 
act, it is precisely the kind of challenge that New Demo- 
rats are prepared to take on. A chalienge may turn the 
jonservatives and the Liberals away from an issue, but not 
1e New Democrats. 

Workers are going to know that this legislation is en- 
rceable, and they are going to know that because we are 
Oing to enforce it. Employers are going to know that this 
gislation is enforceable, and they are going to know that 
ecause we are going to enforce it. Workers and employers 
re going to work together with this legislation because 
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they know this government is committed to the legislation 
and is going to enforce the legislation. 

If we were to take the kind of thinking of the opposi- 
tion parties, think of the state of the world, that because 
something was difficult and was a challenge that people 
should not do it, we would still have slavery in the south- 
ern United States, because people would say, “It’s too dif- 
ficult.” We would still have children working in families 
because people would say, “Oh, it’s too difficult.” If some- 
thing is worth doing, it is worth doing and it is worth the 
effort. The government of this province is determined to 
protect retail workers. We do not care if it is difficult. We 
are going to do it. 

Let me simply say that as we move ahead with the 
legislation, I feel very proud and honoured to be carrying 
the legislation on the part of the government. But as we 
move forward with the legislation, I want to make it per- 
fectly clear that the principles enshrined in the legislation 
are not negotiable. Let me repeat once again what those 
principles are. 

This government is firmly committed to a common 
pause day that strengthens family and community life. 
This government is committed to working in partnership 
with the municipalities by providing provincial guidelines, 
by bringing.a central co-ordination factor to the ingenuity, 
creativity and sensitivity of the local communities as they 
apply this legislation within their areas. Without question, 
this government is committed to the principle of the pro- 
tection of retail workers. This government is committed to 
the principle of legitimate tourism exemption in order to 
support a unique industry with unique requirements and an 
industry that we recognize as a cornerstone of the econ- 
omy of Ontario. 

Let me say in conclusion that when you have good, 
sound legislation, you are proud to carry that legislation 
out to the province. I look forward to taking this legislation 
around the province. We are prepared to listen, we are 
prepared to have a dialogue with the community, on the 
understanding that the principles enshrined in the legisla- 
tion remain constant. We are prepared to have some dis- 
cussion that may cause fine-tuning. We accept that. 
Fine-tuning is acceptable. The principles remain firm and 
solid. 

I want to wish well the members from all of the parties 
who will carry this legislation around the province. I know 
they will listen carefully to the input of groups as they 
come forward, and I am looking forward to working with 
them throughout the summer months. 


Motion agreed to. 

La motion est adoptée. 

Bill ordered for standing committee on administration 
of justice. 

Le projet de loi est déféré au comité permanent de 
l’administration de la justice. 


The House adjourned at 2101. 
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| The House met at 1330. 
- Prayers. 


MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 


SPECIAL EDUCATION 


_ Mr Daigeler: On 27 June 1990, Richard Johnston, the 
‘en member for Scarborough West and now NDP-ap- 
dinted chair of the Council of Regents, strongly sup- 
orted in this House my efforts to speed up changes to the 
vecial education act. In particular, I asked that school 
yards be allowed to provide educational services to de- 
‘lopmentally handicapped pupils beyond the age of 21. 
t the time, the then Minister of Education, the member 
tr Renfrew North, promised that. appropriate reforms 
‘ould be introduced in the fall. 
_ We all know that the government has changed since 
en, but my interest and concern for this matter has not. I 
ive been informed that the Ottawa-Carleton four-board 
)-ordinating committee for the developmentally handi- 
'pped has recently petitioned the minister to fund a post- 
. education pilot project in the Ottawa area. 
_ I urge the minister to give speedy approval to this re- 
est and to be consistent with the NDP’s position when it 
‘as the official opposition. Richard Johnston upbraided 
le Liberal Minister of Education last June by saying, 
‘he minister knows that by delaying action on special 
ae reforms, he is taking away the right to an educa- 
> The new government has a strong moral responsibil- 
q to carry through with its own party promises. 
2forming the special education act is one of these, and I 
(pect the minister to honour the NDP’s commitment to 
2 more vulnerable members of our society. 


| YOUNG DRIVERS 


_ Mr Jackson: Last week was a week of mourning in 
jirlington. Last Tuesday, Christopher Evans, John 
l-wby, Jodi Robins and Scott Grenier were all killed 
ten their car went out of control on 1 Sideroad between 
Jelph Line and Walker’s Line. Two days later, Carly 
acNeil was killed and four others injured in a similar 
cident near Milton. 

Death is always a tragedy, but the death of young peo- 
[2 who are only beginning to experience the fullness of 
le comes as an especially acute shock. That shock is 
ing experienced first and foremost by the families of the 
ictims and by their school friends. I would like to take 
S Opportunity to extend the sincerest condolences of all 
2mbers of this House to the grieving families and friends 
those five young people, whose memory will never be 
gotten by the community of Burlington. 

| This tragedy has also focused our collective concern by 
éxing the question, why? I would also like to echo the call 
the Halton Regional Police and the association, PRIDE, 
ople to Reduce Impaired Driving Everywhere, for 
igher driving laws, including graduated driver’s licences 
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and limited-to-daylight driving for young drivers, which 
would help prevent future such tragedies. 

Forty per cent of all those killed on our highways are 
teenagers. I call on the provincial government to move 
ahead quickly with legislation which would ensure that 
young people are allowed to drive alone only when they 
have achieved sufficient levels of experience and responsi- 
bility behind the wheel. Such legislation will indeed be a 
fitting memorial to the Burlington youths whose tragic 
deaths will have at least served to provoke needed legisla- 
tive action on behalf of all young drivers in the province of 
Ontario. 


JOHN STOREY 


Mr B. Ward: I am very pleased to rise today to recog- 
nize John Storey, a lifelong resident of Brantford. Mr Sto- 
rey is not a celebrity, a famous business person, a 
politician or a labour leader and as a result will not have a 
building, a bridge or a city street named after him. Mr 
Storey is a working person who raised a family in Brant- 
ford and, like all working people, did the best job he could 
for the many years he worked on the shop floor of Gates 
Rubber. 

The reason I am honouring Mr Storey today is to give 
him the recognition he deserves for the years of volunteer 
service he gave to his union, the International Rubber 
Workers, and to the community of Brantford. Mr Storey 
Spent many years on the health and safety committee in an 
effort to improve working conditions for his union broth- 
ers and sisters. He was a regular participant at the union 
local meetings and is always willing to support other 
workers during labour disputes. 

Mr Storey’s involvement in our community is quite 
extensive. He was co-chair of Brantford’s wonderful 1967 
centennial parade. His efforts resulted in the restoration of 
Brantford’s oldest fire engine for public display. Since 
1983, Mr Storey has worked towards improving 
Brantford’s waterfront. He is currently a member of the 
Mohawk Lake task force, a community group working 
towards the cleanup of Mohawk Lake. 

Mr Storey recently retired from his job and is now 
working with his fellow seniors to improve their quality of 
life. He has never sought public recognition, but I want the 
people of Ontario to know that I am proud to call John 
Storey my friend. To John I say: “Tend your garden, have 
a cold beer and enjoy your retirement, my friend. You have 
earned it.” . 


ASSISTANCE TO FARMERS 


Mr Cleary: I would like to spend a few moments this 
afternoon talking about the NDP’s record on agriculture 
and its continuing effort to figure out which end of the cow 
is which. 

In March we heard the Minister of Agriculture and 
Food and the Treasurer say that farmers would have to 
wait for over a month, until the budget, for news on an 
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interest rate relief program but, under pressure from farm 
groups and the opposition, the NDP changed its mind and 
announced a program in the beginning of April. 

At the spring cabinet meeting with the Ontario Federa- 
tion of Agriculture, the Minister of Agriculture and Food 
told the farmers that the NDP had done enough for farmers 
and there would be no provincial commitment to the net 
income stabilization account program this year. This was 
in contradiction to the support he announced for the pro- 
gram in the fall. 

Then later in the session, the minister did another 
about-face and announced a limited commitment to the net 
income stabilization program. It is obvious that the minis- 
ter continues to be left out standing in the field when it 
comes to agriculture. 
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OATH OF ALLEGIANCE 


Mr Turnbull: Since being elected as Ontario’s first 
socialist Premier, the Premier has succeeded in a record 
number of flip-flops. The most recent and dramatic exam- 
ple was last Thursday when our Premier, applying his prin- 
ciple of “If you don’t like these standards, I have others,” 
stretched the credibility of his Spandex guidelines to the 
breaking point. 

In April, his rejection of the position of vice-patron of 
the Royal Canadian Military Institute was just another of a 
growing list of royal snubs but, unlike his earlier unex- 
plained absence from the Queen’s birthday parade, the 
Premier at least had the good sense to reconsider and re- 
verse his decision. I wonder if he first discussed it with his 
new adviser, the member for Brant-Haldimand, and re- 
ceived his recommendation. 

Since this is the flip-flop Premier, I wonder if he might 
now consider flipping his biggest flop and reverse his 
government’s controversial decision to remove the oath to 
the Queen required of all new police officers. 


SENIOR CITIZENS 


Mr Frankford: As members are aware, the city of 
Scarborough has a population that, like the province in 
general, is multicultural and increasingly elderly. I am glad 
to inform the House of some initiatives in Scarborough 
East to address the population’s future needs. 

Seven Oaks is a Metropolitan Toronto home for the 
aged which has a certain number of beds for Armenians. 
This is an excellent approach to make individuals feel 
comfortable, with the assistance of care givers and volun- 
teers who know their language and customs. 

Masaryktown is a co-operative housing project that has 
just been opened, where a number of Czechoslovak se- 
niors will be living. 

The Momiji Health Care Society is a non-profit organi- 
zation that is concerned with the health care of seniors of 
Japanese origin. It is constructing an apartment building 
for seniors in my riding. Two floors of the building will be 
for health-related amenities, and they plan to offer facili- 
ties for care of the broader community outside. 

The announcement by the Minister of Community and 
Social Services about long-term care last week has been 


warmly welcomed. I am sure it will be of great help t 
voluntary community organizations such as these that hav 
taken initiatives in providing housing, and I am pleased t 
note that the minister stated priority would be given t 
develop support programs in co-operation with non-prof 
housing. We can look forward to the provision of nece; 
sary support services while seniors continue to live in se 
tings that understand their language and culture. 

I would also like to recognize at this time the work an 
resources that volunteers in these organizations have pt 
into these projects. 


MICHAEL SMITH 


0 
Mr Miclash: I rise in my place today to praise th 
efforts of one of my constituents. Michael Smith, a studer 
here in Toronto, hails from Kenora and, under the directio 
of coach Andy Higgins, has proven himself as one of th 
world’s top athletes in the toughest track and field even 
the decathlon. 


Some of the members will remember when I intre 
duced Michael here in the Legislature some two years agi 
At that time he was recognized as an up and comer in th 
world of sports. Today he is ranked as one of the world 
top three in this event. 

The decathlon is a 10-event, two-day contest. In th 
first day, the events include the 100-metre run, the lon 
jump, shot put, high jump and the 400-metre run. On th 
second day, it is the 110-metre hurdles, discus, pole vaul 
javelin and the 1,500-metre run. 

This past Sunday, Michael became the first Nort 
American to win the decathlon championship in Austri 
when he scored 8,427 points in this event. This 23-year-ol 
native of Kenora is beginning a historic trek to become th 
world’s best. Over the summer he will continue to prepare fc 
the world championships in Tokyo next September. 

Even though he has yet to return home, might I ask th 
members of the House to join with me in congratulatin 
this fine young athlete. 


LAGOON CITY 


Mr McLean: My statement is directed to the Ministe 
of the Environment. I am pleased to see the Premier her 
and I wish he would listen closely. 

It has been brought to my attention by a large group ¢ 
citizens in my riding of Simcoe East that this governmen 
and the Minister of the Environment in particular, ha 
steadfastly refused to listen to their concerns or even t 
acknowledge their existence. The situation concerns th 
development of Lagoon City, an urban resort town on th 
east shore of Lake Simcoe. A constituent who represents 
cottage association has requested an environmental desif 
nation of the development under the auspices of the Env 
ronmental Assessment Act. This is his democratic righ 
and this party supports and encourages such participall 
in the public process. 

However, this designation request represents only of 
point of view from my riding. There is a large and growit 
body of the community that understands the dramatic in 
pact that an environmental designation of Lagoon Cil 
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ould have upon the social and economic fibre of Mara 
ae 

A letter, dated 25 January 1991, was sent to the Minis- 
of the Environment from the president of the local 
)mmunity association, representing nearly 4,000 resi- 
bnts. The minister refused to even acknowledge its corre- 
sondence. A follow-up letter, dated 24 May, was sent and 
) far there has been no acknowledgement. Since that time, 
ipies of letters to the minister and the Premier have been 
suring into my office. To date there has not been the slight- 
it acknowledgement of the concerns of my constituents. 
_ I want to say to the minister that they want to meet her 
id want to discuss this with her. I have sent a letter asking 
r that request. Will she acknowledge it and meet with 
ese constituents? 


_ PIGEON LAKE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSOCIATION 
| Mr Drainville: I would like to take this opportunity to 
)mment on the significant accomplishments of the Pi- 

»on Lake Environmental Association. This wonderful 
oup of constituents has worked very hard and it has been 

existence for only just a year. They have done a great 
val to raise public and political awareness of important 
sues relating to the quality of the environment in their 
yn community. 

_ Pigeon Lake is part of the Trent-Severn waterway and 
a major attraction for boaters and cottagers as well as 
ose who make their permanent homes in the region. The 
geon Lake Environmental Association has raised con- 
ms about the quality of water, the adequacy of environ- 
ental safeguards and planning and development in the 
ea and has made a major contribution to upgrading and 
istoring the shoreline. It was instrumental in arranging for 
000 trees from the Kawartha Region Conservation Au- 
ority to be planted along the shore. Another project of 
le association has been the effort to protect Boyd Island 
j park land and as a wildlife sanctuary. TVOntario will be 
ing a documentary on Pigeon Lake that was the result of 
other association effort. 

As I have illustrated, this hardworking and ambitious 
oup of environmental activists is having a strong and 
sitive impact on the community and setting a laudable 
ample for other community groups, not only in Victoria- 
aliburton but throughout the province. 


VISITORS 


The Speaker: I invite all members to welcome to our 
a this afternoon a delegation from the Midwestern 


gislative Conference of the United States, seated in the 
eaker’s gallery. It is headed by Representative Corliss 
shik of North Dakota, vice-chair of the MLC. He is 
mpanied by the Honourable Robert F. Griffin, Speaker 
the Missouri House; Senator Bill Hutchins, majority 
der of the Iowa Senate; and Senator Roger Moe, Minne- 
a majority leader. Would you please join me in welcom- 
3 our guests to the assembly. 


| 
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AFFORDABLE HOUSING 


Hon Mr Cooke: There are many individuals and or- 
ganizations in our communities working for people who 
need safe, secure and affordable housing. We applaud the 
dedication of these groups, which we view as our partners, 
and recognize that they need resources to continue their 
good work. 

That is why our government is committing $3.7 mil- 
lion this year to help them help themselves. I am pleased 
to announce a new, innovative program today called Part- 
ners in Housing. This program will mean continued sup- 
port for community-based non-profit and co-operative 
housing groups as well as continued support for housing 
advocates striving to increase community acceptance of 
affordable housing. In addition, Partners in Housing will 
now expand this funding beyond the non-profit sector to 
groups that work on behalf of tenants living in private 
sector housing. 

The grants will be allocated for a wide range of activi- 
ties. For example, a tenant group might decide to operate a 
telephone information service that gives tenants the knowl- 
edge and direction they need to secure their rights. Fund- 
ing may also be provided for conferences or workshops 
where people can share their ideas on how the rights of 
tenants can be enforced. Challenging discriminatory rental 
practices in the private and public sector is another worth- 
while way community groups may use these grants. 

I am pleased to say the $3.7 million in grant money is 
the most funding ever made available for these types of 
services. Partners in Housing will enable community 
groups and municipalities to continue working for afford- 
able housing and partnership with our government. I be- 
lieve this initiative is another example of our government’s 
commitment to move towards greater social and economic 
equity for all. I am pleased that the government of Ontario 
is assisting these worthwhile efforts. 


1350 
POLANYI AWARDS 


Hon Mr Allen: University research in the sciences 
and in the humanities plays a vital role in helping to de- 
velop and sustain the province’s social, economic and cul- 
tural wellbeing. Through university research, new and 
innovative ways of solving problems are found, opportuni- 
ties are created and the human condition is enriched. 

Five years ago, the research of one man at the Univer- 
sity of Toronto gained worldwide acclaim. That man is Dr 
John Charles Polanyi. One reward for his dedicated re- 
search was the honour of being named co-recipient of the 
Nobel prize in chemistry. 

In 1986, to commemorate Dr Polanyi’ S great achieve- 
ment, the Ontario government established the John Charles 
Polanyi prizes. The Polanyi prizes recognize academic ex- 
cellence and are awarded to students who are pursuing 
their post-doctoral studies at an Ontario university. The 
prizes are presented in the academic disciplines for which 
the Nobel prizes are awarded—physics, chemistry, litera- 
ture, physiology and medicine and economic science. Each 
award consists of a $15,000 cash prize. 
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Since the inception of the award, 17 exceptionally tal- 
ented young men and women have been chosen to receive 
this prestigious prize. Today, it is my great pleasure to 
announce the selection of four more outstanding scholars 
who will be added to this list. They will have the distinc- 
tion of being the recipients of the 1991 Polanyi prizes. 

They are Dr Richard Burgess, of the department of 
classical studies at the University of Ottawa, who receives 
the prize in literature for his work in reinterpreting literary- 
historical texts of late Roman antiquity; Dr Warren Piers, 
of the department of chemistry and biochemistry at the 
University of Guelph, who receives the prize in chemistry 
for his work in organometallic chemistry; Dr Douglas 
Tweed, of the department of physiology and ophthalmol- 
ogy at the University of Western Ontario, who receives the 
prize in physiology and medicine for his contributions in 
mathematical modelling in the neurosciences; and Dr 
Lawrence Widrow, of the Canadian Institute for Theoreti- 
cal Astrophysics at the University of Toronto, who re- 
ceives the prize in physics for his work in cosmology. 

I am sure all of my colleagues in the House will share 
with me in offering congratulations to these four very wor- 
thy recipients of the Polanyi prizes and in wishing each 
one of them continued success in their academic careers. 


POLITICAL ACTIVITY BY POLICE OFFICERS 


Hon Mr Farnan: I am pleased to inform this House 
that my ministry is releasing a discussion paper today 
called Political Activity Rights for Police Officers in On- 
tario. We hope that the input of interested parties and af- 
fected groups, through this discussion paper, will help us 
develop regulations that will best serve the needs of the 
police and the public. 

Ultimately, the regulations we will develop with both 
public and police input will strike a balance between the 
rights of all Ontarians to receive the same high degree of 
impartial and politically neutral policing services they 
have come to expect and the rights of individual police 
officers as members of their communities. 

The evolving roles of police officers in their communi- 
ties are recognized by the provisions of the new Police 
Services Act. Its regulations support the premise that the 
police operate as part of their community, not apart from 
their community. 

In conjunction with this, one of the key issues we will 
be examining will deal with political activity rights for 
police officers when they are off duty and out of uniform. 
Previous legislation did not address this issue of political 
activity for municipal police officers. 

In the absence of legislated regulations on political ac- 
tivity for municipal police officers, some municipal police 
services developed policies on permissible political activi- 
ties while others did not. This resulted in widely varying 
local practices with respect to political activity for munici- 
pal police officers across the province. New regulations 
will clarify and guarantee their political rights while ensur- 
ing province-wide consistency and fairness. 

Political activity rights of all police officers in Ontario, 
municipal and OPP, will be addressed by our discussion 
paper. This is in keeping with our objective to develop, in 


parallel with the Human Resources Secretariat, a legisla 
tive framework that will apply fairly and equally across th 
province. 

This consultative process will take place at the sam 
time the Human Resources Secretariat examines politica 
activity rights for crown employees. This will ensure con 
sistency in our approach to these two situations. We wil 
also consider the impact of the recent Supreme Court o 
Canada decision regarding political activity for federa 
public servants. 

The role of police in Ontario is a special one. Thei 
performance is an essential component in the quality o 
life we all enjoy in this province. That is why the tradition 
of politically neutral police service must be preserved an 
protected. 

I invite all interested Ontarians to participate in thi 
consultative process. This discussion paper is a public doc 
ument and we welcome all written submissions to my min 
istry up until Friday 19 July 1991. 


RESPONSES 


AFFORDABLE HOUSING 


Ms Poole: We welcome today the announcement br 
the Minister of Housing that he is continuing the Libera 
government programs regarding housing advocacy. How 
ever, I must say I am somewhat surprised that the ministe 
is calling this a new initiative. It is a new name—member 
should not get me wrong; we like the new name—but it i 
definitely not a new initiative. 

In fact, what the minister is announcing today is a con 
tinuation of three Liberal programs which have success 
fully helped tenants reach a level playing field an 
successfully helped to combat the not-in-my-backyar 
syndrome. We very much support those goals. We als 
very much support the increased funding the minister ha: 
announced today, but it is almost two full months since th 
government brought in its budget and daily we have beet 
awaiting an announcement by the Minister of Housing o1 
what he intends to do with building non-profit housing. 

Now is the time to do it. The construction industry is i 
disarray. We could build non-profit housing for the mos 
cost-efficient amount of dollars and yet the questions stil 
beg to be asked. The minister has not told us whether th 
Homes Now program is on track. Is he going to be able t 
build the 30,000 units he has promised by the 30 Septem 
ber deadline? Is the minister going to be able to build th 
10,000 units he promised this year? What are the answers 
We are waiting to hear them. 


POLANYI AWARDS 


Mr Daigeler: I join the Minister of Colleges and Uni 
versities in congratulating the recipients of this year’ 
Polanyi awards. It is always a great pleasure to see suc 
cessful researchers in this province and to acknowledgi 
with special recognition by the province their importan 
work for future innovation in Canada. 

I must say I was also pleasantly surprised that the nev 
government is still supporting the idea of some financia 
reward for excellence in education. Perhaps the govern 
ment has had a change of heart and mind. I hope thi 
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Minister of Education perhaps is going to follow that ex- 
ble with regard to the Ontario scholarships, because 
jere too I think we need recognition for excellence, and 
icellence in education in particular. 

_ I would like to say to the minister, though, that I was 
jiite frankly expecting a very different announcement. If 
je minister would listen for a moment. The universities 
jve been waiting for some two months now for the an- 
puncements with regard to capital construction. When is 
|, coming forward with those announcements? We have two 
seks left in this House and the universities are getting very 
vous with regard to the intentions of the minister. 

| I would also like to say, surtout pendant cette semaine 
ui est trés importante pour les francophones de cette pro- 
‘nce, qu’on s’attendait a l’annonce d’une installation per- 
janente pour la Cité collégiale 4 Ottawa. On n’a encore 
jn entendu du ministre ; j’espére bien que, au cours des 
(ux semaines qui nous restent, il y aura une annonce 4 cet 
vard. 

00 : 
POLITICAL ACTIVITY BY POLICE OFFICERS 

_ Mr Curling: Any effort by the Solicitor General to do 
iy kind of work is always welcome. I ran into the House 
bay hoping he was going to bring about many of the 
igulations that are outstanding and save that for consulta- 
mn. Therefore I welcome this part of it. I hope that he is 
imsistent, that he will bring forward all the other regula- 
ins that are so long awaited and be open for discussion 
id for the public to see. 

_ Yesterday I was a guest speaker at a recruiting of new 
dlice officers, and they spoke about the separation and the 
sutral aspect of keeping away from political interference 
the justice system. I emphasize that. I hope the minister 
id his party can continue to exercise that type of strategy. 
'e are very disappointed this is not the indication and this 
not the intent of his party. We want real consultation. We 
ype that this time it is not a sham like what they have 
yne in the past, that they have opened it up and not shut 
her people out from consultation. 

_ We look forward to the other regulations that are so 
lag awaited. I ask the minister: Where are these regula- 
yns? I know it is important that we have police officers 
irticipate in the political process in a very neutral way. What 
yout the other regulations that are so important, of enforce- 
ent, of use of force by officers—things that are awaited by 
e community? I am extremely disappointed. The minister is 
agging himself slowly. We need the other regulations and we 
»ed the consultation to be real consultation. 


| AFFORDABLE HOUSING 

_ Mr Turnbull: I am responding today to the announce- 
ent by the Minister of Housing. In his statement he says 
2 is proud of the fact that it is the most money ever 
located. 

It is quite obvious that this is the most confusing legis- 
tion that has come forward, that they are expecting they 
€ going to need the most money and that there are going 
) be the most court challenges. 

_ It seems unfortunate that the minister cannot grasp the 
ct that we have people in this province who are paying 


40% and 50% of their gross household income in rent. 
Instead of addressing the core problem of those people 
being able to afford their rent, the government is tinkering 
away with the system and supporting groups which should 
not need funding. People should be able to have fair hous- 
ing and affordable housing, but it will never happen under 
this government because it believes in blanket legislation 
which helps people who are paying an average of 17% of 
their gross family income instead of helping those most in 
need. 

I ask the minister what quality criteria he is expecting 
to have and what the political affiliations of these advo- 
cates will be. This is the minister who has said he is aller- 
gic to landlords. I think he should be ashamed of himself 
and consider that we should have some equality in the 
system and have some fairness towards both tenants and 
landlords. 


POLANYI AWARDS 


Mrs Cunningham: It is not often that we have the 
opportunity to stand up in this House to speak in honour of 
one of Canada’s Nobel prize winners such as Dr Polanyi 
from the University of Toronto, who won the prize in 
chemistry. 

I will say also it is that person who is most upset with 
this country and this province, because of course we do not 
respect, honour or support the research and development 
necessary for Canada and Ontario to be competitive in the 
world. It is young people who are missing out. 

Today we honour some of those young people who 
have chosen to stay in this province to do post-graduate 
research. We honour Dr Richard Burgess, Dr Warren Piers, 
Dr Douglas Tweed from the department of physiology and 
opthalmology at the University of Western Ontario—a 
special one for myself—and Dr Lawrence Widrow. We 
wish them the very best in their future studies. 

We would also remind the minister that we have given 
him some specific advice on where he can move in order 
to support the research and development so necessary to 
the economics of this country. 

We ask him to take a look at the WISE award for 
women in science and engineering. We ask him to take a 
look at the teacher training in this province. We ask him to 
take a look at skills development and apprenticeship pro- 
grams that should be offered to our young people. Above 
all, we ask him to take a look at the reasons why young 
people are not as interested in science and mathematics as 
we would hope they would be. We share those views and 
our concerns with the Minister of Education. 


POLITICAL ACTIVITY BY POLICE OFFICERS 


Mr Carr: I am pleased to rise and talk about the state- 
ment by the Solicitor General. I too am pleased that we are 
going to be having some discussions on this issue. 

One of the concerns I have, though, is that this process 
may end up like what happened during the standing com- 
mittee on finance and economic affairs. The submissions 
were piled, as I said yesterday, as high as the Treasurer, and 
yet when the budget came out the government completely 
ignored them. Everything that was done was completely 
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ignored. I hope that will not happen with this discussion 
paper. 

I hope 30 days will be long enough to do it, because 
when we look at the activity of this government over the 
last little while, when the police forces across this province 
do get involved in political activity, it will certainly be 
against this government. 

Everything the government has done has been against 
the police forces, from the oath to the Queen to the ap- 
pointment of people like Susan Eng, who has been critical 
of the police in this province. What the police forces in this 
province will be looking forward to is for the first time 
consulting on some substantial issues where the govern- 
ment actually listens, not like in the finance and economics 
committee where the submissions are piled this high, all 
the submissions come in and then the government does 
what it wants anyway. 

We want real consultation where the government lis- 
tens to the people of this province. If it does that, we will 
be happy. We are going to be there following each step of 
the way to make sure it happens and to make sure the 
police in this province are representative of what is going 
to go on in the next period of time in this province. 


POLANYI AWARDS 


Mr Jackson: When the Minister of Colleges and Uni- 
versities invokes the name of Professor Polanyi on behalf 
of the academic community in this province, we ask the 
government to reconsider the fact that it is sitting on $40 
million of research money given to it by the federal gov- 
ernment from the pharmaceutical manufacturers of Can- 
ada. That is $10 million for four universities, and the 
government puts it into general revenues. 

Put it into research. That is what the professor would 
say if he were in the House. 


CONFLICT-OF-INTEREST GUIDELINES 


Mr Sorbara: Mr Speaker, I rise today on a matter 
which I believe to be both a point of order and a point of 
privilege in this House, and I want to bring it to your 
attention at this point. 

If you will notice in the business of the day for today, 
the standing committee on administration of justice, of 
which I am a member, is to meet this afternoon to consider 
the Premier’s conflict-of-interest guidelines. 

That committee met yesterday as well, and at that 
meeting a motion was moved by a government member 
which I believe to be both a violation of my privileges as a 
member of this House and a violation of the standing orders. 

Just as a matter of preface, I would remind you that the 
business of conflict of interest and the issues that have 
been raised in this House over the past several months 
have been central to what we have been debating here. 
Indeed, another couple of matters were raised on Thursday 
which had the Premier, in response to a question from my 
leader, say as follows: 

“T have already made it clear what I hope will happen. 
The matter of the guidelines has been referred to a com- 
mittee. It has been discussed in a committee. I have made 
it clear in answers on a number of occasions that I am 
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looking forward to a report with respect to the genera 
question of guidelines and conflict-of-interest law.” | 

Earlier in the day he had said, “I have asked for the advio 
of the standing committee on administration of justice.” 

The Premier himself testified before that committee 
and since that time we have not yet had an opportunity t 
review the guidelines clause by clause. We have not ye 
had an opportunity to review the very letter the Premie 
sent before the committee as evidence. We have not ye 
had an opportunity to review the recommendations sub 
mitted to the committee by Mr Justice Gregory Evans 
who is the Conflict of Interest Commissioner, and we hav 
not yet had an opportunity to consider alternatives to th 
guidelines. 

Seemingly the direction that we would like to take i 
the very direction that the Premier has asked us to take 
Nevertheless, yesterday during the deliberations of th 
committee, a motion was moved that is without prece 
dence in this House and the committees of this House. Th 
motion was in the following terms: That the committe 
vote today—that would be yesterday—on recommenda 
tions for the report, which was the first point; that the draf 
final report be drafted and sent out by Thursday of thi 
week, which was the second point; and that the report b 
finalized and dissenting reports be due on Monday 2: 
June. That is next Monday. 

1410 

Mr Speaker, I refer you to section 128 of our standin; 
orders. Section 128(c) reads as follows: “Every membe 
shall be permitted to indicate in a report that he or sh 
dissents from a particular recommendation or commen 
within the report. The committee shall permit a member t 
express the reasons for such dissent within its report.” 

That provision is the basis upon which each of us as j 
member of a committee has a right to consider a report an 
in due course submit a dissenting opinion. My privilege 
as a member of that committee are being constrained an 
eliminated by virtue of the fact that the government, w 
believe, intends to move today a motion which would re 
quire the Liberal and Conservative members of the com 
mittee to submit a dissenting report by next Monday. 

I would submit that a requirement and a deadline fo 
dissenting reports is a violation of the provisions of sectiot 
128(c), that it is out of order and inappropriate to b 
moved, and that an attempt by the government to close of 
discussions on the conflict-of-interest guidelines in orde 
to not permit us to fully examine the guidelines and th 
situations that have given rise to allegations of conflicts i 
the committee is in direct contradiction to what the Pre 
mier said he wanted from that committee. It is in contra 
diction to what we as members of this Legislature have | 
tight to do as members of the committee, to the standin; 
orders which govern our responsibilities and duties a 
members of that committee, and to my privileges as | 
member. 

This Parliament has been plagued with allegations 0 
conflicts of interest since it began several months ago 
Now we have a set of guidelines to consider the regulatio 
of those conflicts. The government members, seemingly a 
the direction of the Premier, seem to want to close of 
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iscussion on the very matters that have been so embar- 
issing to this government. 

_ I ask you, Mr Speaker, for two things. I ask you for a 
irection and a ruling that a motion of that sort is out of 
rder because it violates section 128(c) of the standing 
tders. I ask you as well for a ruling that an attempt by the 
overnment members to close down discussion of the con- 
ict- -of-interest guidelines, as they are doing by way of the 
sotion they moved yesterday, is a violation of the privi- 
ges of the members of that committee. 


Interjection. 


The Speaker: Just a moment. Would the members 
‘ke their seat, please. 


_ Interjection. 


_ The Speaker: If the member for St George-St David 
‘ould just relax, before entertaining any other submissions 
hich members may have, I tell you quite candidly that it 
‘very helpful if the Speaker is able to hear the matters 
hich are brought to his attention. It was quite difficult 
‘rough part of the submission by the member for York 
entre to hear what he was saying. If there is additional 
‘formation which members wish to draw to my attention 
ated to this matter, I would be pleased to hear it. 
| Mr Harnick: I can tell you, Mr Speaker, that I was in 
‘e committee yesterday. My friend the member for York 
entre was not. 
| [Applause] 

_ Mr Harnick: Is the clapping finished now? 

_ Everything he says is factually accurate. Mr Speaker, I 
in tell you— 

_ Interjections. 


_ The Speaker: Order. The member for Willowdale has 
iditional information. 


Interjections. 


_ The Speaker: Order. I realize there is a concerted ef- 
rt to be pleasant by all members. Right now, the one 
‘ember I wish to hear from is the member for Willowdale 
ad no other. 

_ Mr Harnick: I can tell members that the standing 
»mmittee on administration of justice has been mandated 
/ review the conflict-of-interest guidelines. The conflict- 
j-interest guidelines have been regurgitated back in the 
act form they were given in a preliminary report. 

_ There has been no clause-by-clause review of those 
cu While we disagree philosophically whether 


| 
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ey should be part of legislation or remain guidelines, we 
ive never reviewed the guidelines on a clause-by-clause 
isis and we have never reviewed the letter of the Premier 
at was tabled with the committee. We have never so 
luch as looked for a moment into the Members’ Conflict 

Bintcrest Act. We have never looked at the amendments 
‘the conflict of interest act recommended by the Conflict 
Interest Commissioner, who attended on two occasions 
a witness. All of that work remains to be done. 

With that in mind, yesterday we were faced with a 
Otion. The gist of the motion was that at yesterday’s 
ssion we were to complete a review of the guidelines 
jerely reciting the evidence of witnesses who appeared 


and recommending acceptance of the various sections 
holus-bolus without any further consideration into the real 
crux of the matter. We were told that had to be done by 
yesterday and that the opportunity for the opposition par- 
ties to prepare a dissenting opinion would be limited. We 
would have the opportunity of seeing the majority report 
on 24 June, and we would have two days after that time to 
prepare a minority report, because we were advised yester- 
day that the report would be tabled with this Legislature on 
the 26th or 27th. 

There was no advance warning that the motion would 
be brought. Clearly it is an abuse of the privileges of the 
Opposition parties. I suspect it is not an abuse of the privi- 
leges of the government because most of the members 
sitting on that committee have no idea what is going on 
with this anyway. They have absolutely no understanding 
of what it contains. They have a mandate— 


Interjection. 
The Speaker: Order. 


Mr Harnick: Well, I will be fair. To be perfectly fair, 
their mandate is to finish this off as quickly as possible and 
not make any recommendations with respect to these 
guidelines. 

I remind members we are not dealing with legislation. 
We are dealing with guidelines. We have been mandated to 
review those guidelines and to comment. 


Mr Scott: We want to hear Evelyn. 


Mr Harnick: The member will hear the member for 
Ottawa Centre. 

The opposition parties want to review these guidelines. 
We want to prepare minority reports. We are being pre- 
cluded from the proper opportunity to do that by the time 
constraints that have now been imposed upon us. Our’ priv- 
ileges as members clearly have been abused. 


The Speaker: Your avid interest is duly noted. 
1420 


Ms Gigantes: Mr Speaker, on the point of order, I 
became a member of the justice committee, which was 
seized of the matter of the Premier’s conflict-of-interest 
guidelines some three to four weeks ago. At that stage the 
committee had proceeded so far in its work, having heard 
testimony from many witnesses, including the commis- 
sioner, the Premier and several members of cabinet, that it 
had reached the point of having a draft report. 

When the Speaker considers this motion, I hope he will 
look back over the proceedings of the committee—those 
many, many weeks of its work—and I will also ask him to 
draw note in his own mind to the fact that the member 
from York Centre suggested to us that having dealt with 
the matter of divestment, which was the preoccupation of 
members of the opposition, we should now simply go 
ahead, finish dealing with the draft report and members 
opposite would be pleased to write dissenting reports. 

What seems to be in contention is the number of days 
when, having completed a draft report in terms of commit- 
tee work, they would have time to prepare a dissenting 
report. I suggest that under the rules of order within com- 
mittee, if they find four or five days too little time to 
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express their dissent from the report, perhaps they would 
like to amend the motion and we could proceed with the 
business in the committee. 

Mr Bisson: That would be an excellent idea. 


The Speaker: No. I have heard the point and I would 
appreciate members’ attention for a moment. 

First of all, I appreciate that— 

Interjections. 

The Speaker: I would appreciate the attention of all 
members, including the member for St George-St David. 
We are all happy that you are here. 

I appreciate the fact that the member for York Centre 
raised this point outside of question period. The member 
may know that committees are to direct their own busi- 
ness. This matter quite properly should be brought to the 
attention of the committee concerned. The House can deal 
with matters brought to committees if the committees then 
bring a report on the procedural matter raised to the House. 
At that point the Speaker has a better opportunity to deal 
with the concerns raised. For the Speaker to do otherwise 
would be interfering in the work of committees, and that is 
not something you would want. 


Hon Mr Cooke: Mr Speaker, a point of order— 


The Speaker: I have dealt with this point of order. Is 
there another one? 


Hon Mr Cooke: It is a question. 


The Speaker: A question? No. Would the member 
take his seat. I have dealt with this matter. Is it another 
matter? 


Hon Mr Cooke: We have dealt for 20 minutes with 
something that was not even supposed to be raised in the 
House. I would like to know how you as Speaker are going 
to take control of this place so that we are dealing with 
matters that are supposed to be dealt with in the House, 
and things that for committee are dealt with in committee. 
We just wasted 20 minutes. 

The Speaker: To the Minister of Housing, let-— 

Interjections. 

The Speaker: Order. I am painfully aware of the 
amount of time that is utilized on occasion. At the same 
time, members get very upset if the Speaker does not listen 
to their considered point of order. 

Now, if we can move on with the business of the 
House, it is question period time. 

Mr Elston: Mr Speaker, is it your will that we bring 
the government down today after that last challenge, or 
will we let it struggle for a little bit longer? 


The Speaker: I would prefer a question placed. 
ORAL QUESTIONS 


YOUTH EMPLOYMENT 


Mr Elston: I have a question for the Premier. It is 
related to the Metro youth task force report released yes- 
terday. It paints a very bleak picture of alienation, violence 
and crime and shows a situation where young people feel 
there is no stake for them in their community or that the 
community does not care for them. While we might remark 


for a moment that the budget makes no mention at all of 
youth unemployment, I would like to indicate that the 
number of youths unemployed in this province has risen 
by some 31,000 in May over April 1991 to the staggering 
figure of 165,000. I want the Premier to tell us how many 
jobs his government has created for young people in On- 
tario under his budget. 


Hon Mr Rae: The member may have a different view, 
but I think the public out there understands that because of 
the position we have taken as a government in terms of 
fighting the recession, there is more employment in the 
economy today than there would have been under any 
other government and under other circumstances followed 
by other parties. There is no question about that. 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


Hon Mr Rae: I was interested in the comments the 
other day by Professor Galbraith, born in Elgin county anc 
now the dean.of the economics profession in the Unitec 
States, who said this was the only government in Nortt 
America that had chosen to fight the recession instead 0: 
slashing programs. We have increased programs for em. 
ployment. We have set up the most major anti-recessior 
package anywhere in North America and anywhere ir 
Canada and we believe we have created more opportuni. 
ties than there would have been under other government: 
and under other economic strategies suggested to us by the 
opposition and the federal government in Ottawa. 


The situation is difficult; no one is happy with it at the 
moment, but as a government we are doing everything we 
can to fight unemployment and that is precisely the deci 
sion we made. Frankly, that is why we have a deficit. Tha 
is also why we have chosen not to fight this deficit on th 
backs of working families across the province. 


Mr Elston: The Premier makes an interesting speech 
but he does not get to the issue at hand. This year we hav 
an increase of some 60% over last year’s unemploymen 
figures for youth in this province. We have 16.4% unem 
ployment among young people. When that man stand: 
here and says the government has increased programs, | 
read the following: 650 fewer students are being hirec 
under the Environmental Youth Corps; 800 fewer student: 
are being hired under the summer Experience programs 
and 100 fewer people are being hired through the Junio 
Ranger program. When he talks about not cutting back 
those are the real-life figures; those are the real- “lif 
cutbacks this government has foisted upon young peopl: 
in this province. 


I want to let the people know that the Premier is abso 
lutely and utterly wrong when he talks about not cuttin, 
programs. He has done it at a time when he has taken awa’ 
the $100 from the Ontario scholars and decided to giv 
more money to all the powerful groups in Ontario. I as. 
this Premier why he shows so little interest and concer. 
for the young people of this province who feel a nev 
alienation, a lack of confidence in the community, a lack i 
the institutions and in that sense also in the New Dema 
cratic Party of this province. How can he not begin t 


) 
\ove to increase the support for youth employment in this 
‘rovince? 

| Hon Mr Rae: I look forward to hearing the sugges- 
ons from the Liberal Party, but every time I hear a sug- 
oe from a Liberal, I get it two ways: I get the Liberal 
jere saying “Spend more and create more programs,” and 
‘Liberal over there saying: “Why is your deficit so high? 
our deficit is too high.” The Liberal Party has to make up 
s mind. Having contributed directly to the most serious 
‘cession we have faced since the 1930s, they now turn 
ound and say, “Why aren’t you spending more money?” 
ometimes it is a little hard to take when we hear it from 
je Liberal Party. 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


_ Mr Elston: Here we have Peek-a-boo Bob at his best. 
fe should run and hide. He does not want to face up to the 
roblem his government has created. He has cut back on 
ome 1,550 jobs for young people that would have been in 
lace last year. At a time when recession has taken its toll, 
‘e has decided to increase tuition fees in universities by 
‘ome 8%. He has decided to remove $100 from the On- 
ario scholars who would attend the university setting. He 
as done all that and then he took money and put it in the 
laces where the powerful groups have directed him to put 
. He has taken it from those people who are the very basis 
t our future growth and expansion in this province. 
430 


_ Interjections. 
| The Speaker: Order. 


| Mr Elston: The plan of the New Democratic Party is 
0 barrack so that we cannot ask our questions. While I can 
inderstand that they are afraid to hear the truth in this 
lace, there are people who are alienated in a manner in 
vhich they have never been alienated before, and they 
nust take care of the needs of our province. 


The Speaker: And the interrogative part? 
Interjections. 

Mr Elston: Can I ask my question? 
Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. I am fully aware of what day of 
he week this is. All three groups have had their meetings 

his morning, everybody is excited, but I have to be able to 
i the question and the response. Would the member for 
3ruce succinctly place his final supplementary. 


| Mr Elston: While there was no mention of assistance 
or the unemployed youth in the budget, and while the 
Temier has indicated he has had some kind of strategic 
cheme at hand to deal with unemployment problems, the 

ost famous relation I have seen of strategic schemes is a 
eneral who described a strategic scheme to determine 
what a retreat really was. 


The Speaker: And your supplementary? 


Mr Elston: This man has retreated from his responsi- 
ilities. I want the Premier to tell us—not to avoid the 
uestion, but to tell us—what he is going to do about 
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fulfilling the mandate of creating jobs for the young people 
of this province. 


Hon Mr Rae: | think I have already answered that 
question, but what I would say to the member who just 
asked it is that I think what people are alienated from is 
politicians who speak out of both sides of their mouths, 
and that is what we have heard today from the Liberal 
Party of Ontario. 


The Speaker: 
Mississauga North. 


New question, the member for 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. Stop the clock, please. If it 
would be helpful for members to have a break for a few 
minutes in order to restore a commonsense approach to 
asking and responding to questions, then that certainly 
would be in order. I do not believe we can continue to 
conduct our business the way we have for the last little 
while today. 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: I think the members of this assembly 
are going to have to conduct things in a more orderly way. 
Otherwise, we cannot do the public business the way it 
deserves to be dealt with. If members will come to order, 
we will hear the member for Mississauga North with his 
question. 


Mr Offer: As the Premier said, if there is increasing 
alienation caused by politicians speaking out of both sides 
of their mouths, then in the last while the Premier has 
become the king of that. 


LABOUR RELATIONS 


Mr Offer: My question is to the Minister of Labour. 
The minister will know that the labour community is ask- 
ing why he backed down on Bill 70 and what that means 
for his proposed late changes to the Ontario Labour Rela- 
tions Act. In fact, it was just six days after I brought, in my 
speech to this Legislature, the need for change to Bill 70, 
four changes together with the need for public consulta- 
tion, that those changes were announced. But according to 
labour leaders, they were announced without any meaning- 
ful consultation. They in fact just dropped out of the sky as 
far as they were concerned. 


The minister said that the original Bill 70 went through 
cabinet like a buzz-saw, but I think we see today a few 
toothmarks on his shelf where that buzz-saw seems to 
have gone right over him. Labour is starting to ask the 
question, is the minister an advocate for its cause or is he 
merely a backslider in terms of the proposed changes to 
the Labour Relations Act? 


* Hon Mr Mackenzie: I think the member has asked a 
fair question, but I would like to correct his chronological 
order of things, if I could. Before he asked those questions 
about whether we were listening or prepared to change Bill 
70, I had already responded at least twice, once almost a 
week earlier, to the critic from the Conservative Party that 
we were taking a look at those questions that were being 
raised. 
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Mr Offer: I thank the minister for that very informa- 
tive answer. We have to ask, what happened to the labour 
leaders when the minister announced the changes as to 
what is happening to the job creating sector with the pro- 
posed changes to the province’s labour laws? No consulta- 
tion took place; there was no advance warning, no 
opportunity for any input whatsoever. In fact, look at the 
newspaper headlines today: The Toronto Star reports, 
“NDP Accused of Frightening Business Off.” The Globe 
and Mail talks about “‘Unfriendly’ Air Scaring Invest- 
ors.” The Toronto Sun reports, “NDP Not ‘Listening’ to 
Business.” 

Why can the minister not commit today to broadly 
based public consultations and hearings on those very im- 
portant matters which have been brought forward through 
the Ontario Labour Relations Act consultation document? 
Why can he not commit today to broadly based consulta- 
tion before legislation is introduced this fall? 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: I want to tell the member, to 
continue with the first part of his question first, what we 
did in Bill 70 was simply listen to the concerns that were 
being raised out there in the community and respond to 
those concerns. I want to tell him also, as I think he al- 
ready knows, that we have gone through only the first 
preliminary stage in terms of looking at Ontario Labour 
Relations Act amendments that are needed, but we will 
certainly be going through several stages further on that 
and we will be consulting with all of the parties involved 
before that legislation hits this House. 


Mr Offer: The minister’s words today do not follow 
through with what the actions are. There are business asso- 
ciations across this province that are very concerned with 
his action. They are saying that there is no real consulta- 
tion, that they have not been brought into the consultation 
process, that they are effectively being shut out of very 
important proposals being brought forward with respect to 
the Ontario Labour Relations Act. 

Every single bill that the minister introduced in opposi- 
tion related to the Labour Relations Act is embodied in 
these 30 proposals. No less than 10 NDP policy resolu- 
tions, passed at its last convention, called for measures 
embodied in the 30 proposals. Access to employer prop- 
erty, contracting out, use of replacement workers, em- 
ployer involvement in union certification—this is the 
minister’s particular personal agenda. 

Business is saying that it has not been brought into the 
consultation process, that the consultation process has not 
been long enough, or wide enough and that the minister 
has clearly indicated that there is not going to be any fur- 
ther consultation prior to the introduction of legislation. 
Will he ensure today that those channels of consultation, of 
discussion with all people in this province, are wide 
enough and broad enough before introducing the legisla- 
tion, or is he going to continue to follow the route he has 
taken with respect to Bill 70 by bringing in legislation and 
then rapidly backtracking? Which is it? 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: I think the member simply 
knows that once again his outline of the events is not quite 
accurate. We have had one round of consultations at which 


' game in this province and with racial issues. 


both management and labour were asked to submit thei 
views of the OLRB. That has been done. They have bot. 
had that opportunity. We have absolutely no legislatio: 
drafted as yet. That was the first round of it. We will b 
taking it the next steps, and we have consulted with th 
parties already. We will be consulting with them in future. 
1440 | 
NATIVE HUNTING AND FISHING 


Mr Harris: I have another question for the Premie 
about his government’s relationship with the justice sys 
tem. Last week, a justice of the peace in Owen Soun’ 
adjourned charges against seven non-natives for fishin, 
without a licence, citing, and I quote from the justice of th 
peace, “blatant discrimination on the part.of the Ministr’ 
of Natural Resources.” Justice of the Peace Ross Forgrav. 
says that with regard to the treatment of natives and non 
natives, when laying fish and game charges, “Obviousl) 
there is a double standard.” 

This decision, if used as a precedent, means that non’ 
of the fish and game laws are enforceable against anybod’ 
for anything in our province. I would like to ask the Pre 
mier how he intends to respond to this serious legal prece 
dent involving fish and game infractions in our province. | 

Hon Mr Rae: I am going to refer that question to th’ 
Minister of Natural Resources. | 

Mr Scott: Refer it to the Attorney General. He’s th 
one who writes letters. 

Hon Mr Wildman: I am sure the House will under 
stand that I cannot comment specifically on the particula 
issue raised. 

Mr Scott: Well, write him a letter. 

Hon Mr Wildman: However, this is a very importan 
issue and not one about which one should be facetious. 

Mr Scott: I’m having a good time today. 

The Speaker: Member for St George-St David, com 
to order, please. 

Hon Mr Wildman: I do intend to deal with this qual 
tion, because it is a very important one which deals wit) 
the justice system, with the management of the fish ani 


This House is aware that there is an interim enforce 
ment policy in effect. I have explained to the House ver! 
clearly how that policy works, and the leader of the thir 
party knows what has been reported to the House in tha 
regard. I will not repeat it. 

The fact is that the comments made by the justice 0 
the peace involved are being considered and we will re 
spond in due course. I cannot deal with them right now 
but it is incorrect to say that there is no enforcement. Ii 
fact, this House knows full well how these laws and regu 
lations are being enforced. 

Mr Harris: No one questions the right of natives t 
fish or hunt for food for community use. I have not heart 
that. What Justice of the Peace Ross Forgrave has cited i 
an apparent announcement by the Owen Sound MNR of 
fice that it recognizes the right of the Cape Croker reser 
and I am quoting from a front page article in the local new 
paper, “to carry on commercial fishing without a licence ant 
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without any quota.” It further states, “MNR has allowed 
the sale of native catch off-reserve, without a commercial 
licence or quota, in violation of the federal Fisheries Act 
and in violation of the Ontario Game and Fish Act, in 
order not to jeopardize negotiations with the natives.” 

‘We are not talking about personal consumption. We are 
talking about the illegal sale of tons of fish for commercial 
purposes. I would ask the minister, does he not understand 
the difference between his duty to respect legitimate native 
rights, as opposed to his duty to uphold laws in support of 
responsible resource management? 


| Hon Mr Wildman: There is no contradiction; the two 
are complementary. The point is that the interim enforce- 
ment policy announced in this House deals with the consti- 
tutional recognition of aboriginal rights to hunt and fish for 
food and for personal consumption, as the leader of the 
hird party has indicated, but it also deals with those ab- 
riginal communities that have a tradition of commercial 
activity that is integral to their way of life. It also points to 
he need to develop and negotiate agreements with those 
sommunities to ensure that there are proper rules so that 
he conservation of the resource is protected. 

As the member knows, we are currently involved in 
Beotations with Cape Croker and we are very close to an 
igreement which will indeed control the commercial activ- 
ty there. In the meantime, we are recognizing that the 
-ommunity is continuing to carry on the type of fishing it 
jas done in the past. 


Mr Harris: It is precisely because they are following 

€ minister’s policy that we are in trouble, because his 
olicy has no foundation or basis in law. What we have 
iere is political interference in the judicial process by the 
NDP government. The minister has not changed the law, 
vhich is within his power to do; he now is directing offi- 
ers of the justice system to apply the law unequally. Deci- 
ions about who is charged and what is prosecuted are now 
eing made by politicians and bureaucrats instead of the 
ppropriate enforcement officials, who now find them- 
elves in limbo. 
The justice of the peace says it is discrimination and he 
ill not take any decisions until he receives some direc- 
on. The conservation officer who laid the charges says he 
jill not talk because, in his words, he is afraid of losing 
is job. The crown attorney, Brian Farmer, says: “I have 
pauiested confirmation from the regional crown attorney’s 
ffice as to whether or not there are specific category per- 
ons who are to be dealt with differently. As of yet, I have 
ot had an answer.” 

Does the minister really believe this is the proper way 

be running our courts and enforcing our laws here in 
ntario? 

Hon Mr Wildman: That was a very long question. I 
“ill attempt to deal with each point as it was raised. 

First, I categorically reject the view that this govern- 
ent is in any way improperly, directly or indirectly, inter- 
ting in the judicial system in this province. It is most 
fortunate that these kinds of allegations are thrown 
= so easily in this House. 


Interjections. 
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The Speaker: Order. 


Hon Mr Wildman: In regard to the other issues 
raised by the member, the question of whether there is 
interference is quite clear. Since 1986 in this province 
questions of investigations related to possible commercial- 
ization of the harvest of fish by aboriginal people have had 
a process which has been followed and continues to be 
followed in this government. That process involves a con- 
servation officer who is carrying out his duty contacting 
the deputy minister and the senior staff to authorize special 
investigations with regard to commercialization. When 
those commercial investigations are authorized and con- 
servation officers, carrying out those investigations and 
having gathered the evidence, believe charges should be 
laid, they again refer the evidence and the proposed 
charges to the deputy minister and the senior staff at the 
Ministry of Natural Resources for consideration, at which 
time the deputy minister will authorize the proceeding 
with charges or not. 

The interim enforcement policy I announced in the 
House indicated clearly that at any time in this process the 
Attorney General could intervene to determine whether 
charges can be laid. There is no interference. The policy 
has not changed. We are continuing to enforce the regula- 
tions, keeping in mind treaty and aboriginal rights, which 
are guaranteed in the Constitution of this country. 


Mr Harris: The minister seems to be the only one 
who believes that. The justice of the peace clearly believes 
there is discrimination and, on the basis of that, there is no 
way he can proceed with charges against anybody in this 
province, native or non-native. 


1450 
TAX INCREASES 


Mr Harris: My second question is to the Treasurer. 
On 16 May the Treasurer met behind closed doors with 
Bob White and the auto manufacturers and agreed to re- 
think his gas guzzler tax. Since the gas guzzler tax is 
scheduled to come into effect in less than two weeks, will 
the Treasurer tell us today the fate of that tax? Has he 
changed his mind? What exactly is going to happen? The 
automobile manufacturers, the auto retailers, the potential 
purchasers, the Canadian Auto Workers would like to 
know. 


Hon Mr Laughren: I appreciate the question. I just 
want to correct the impression the leader of the third party 
had, because I distinctly recall the door was open and no- 
body stumbled in to listen to our conversation, but it was 
not because the door was closed. 

Since that time, a number of meetings have been held 
with the Treasury people, the representatives of the Cana- 
dian Auto Workers union, the Big Three automobile pro- 
ducers, the dealers and the environmental movement, 
because the member would know and support, I am sure, 
the fact that there was an environmental component to the 
gas guzzler tax. 

Since that time, there have been a number of meetings 
which I think have been very positive, and at the appropriate 
time I hope to be able to make some kind of announcement. 
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But I hasten to add that at this point we have nothing to 
announce on a change in the tax. 


Mr Harris: The Treasurer will understand the uncer- 
tainty that exists right now. Is there going to be $1,200 on 
this vehicle two weeks from now or not? And delivery 
dates; surely the Treasurer indicated, I thought with good 
intent, that he was prepared to meet and consider whether 
this tax should go ahead. Aside from the fact that he would 
not do that when I raised it or when the automobile indus- 
try raised it, but when Bob White joined my campaign 
against this budget—and I expect to see Bob White out on 
the front lawn at Queen’s Park on the 27th as part of that 
fight—then at least the Treasurer did meet. 

The Motor Vehicle Manufacturers’ Association and the 
Canadian Auto Workers both agree, they are united, that if 
the Treasurer’s tax proceeds as he proposed there will be 
sales losses and job losses. Ken Harrigan, chairman of 
Ford, has confirmed jobs will be lost in St Thomas and 
Windsor. We know jobs will be lost in St Catharines as 
well. 

Will the Treasurer not tell us, since this tax is coming 
in two weeks from now, if the Canadian Auto Workers, 
who may well be out in force on the front lawn in two 
weeks as they join the battle against this budget, can ex- 
pect some good news from the Treasurer, and can they 
expect it shortly so we get rid of this confusion out there in 
the automobile industry? 


Hon Mr Laughren: I want to make a couple of 
points. One is that I was not going to call in Bob White 
and talk to him until the leader of the third party insisted I 
do so. Second, I can tell the leader of the third party that 
my good friend George Peapples and Ken Harrigan and 
others from the manufacturers’ industry have already ex- 
pressed some degree of satisfaction with the consultative 
process. I just wanted to reassure the leader of the third 
party that in my opinion, despite some of the things you 
might read in the paper, I believe there has never been a 
government in this province that has consulted as much 
with the business community as this government has. 


Mr Harris: It is me and my pal Bob White who are 
concerned here. We are concerned about Canadian Auto 
Workers’ jobs in this province. The signal the Treasurer is 
sending out is that we are going to get some good news 
next week. I am sorry he could not announce that to us 
today. 

Next 1 January there are scheduled 1.7-cent-a-litre gas 
tax increases to go into effect, gas and fuel taxes. Now that 
the Treasurer has agreed to reconsider the gas guzzler tax, 
I would like to ask him if he would agree, and if we can 
expect him to come to some consensus with all the border 
communities concerned about the hike in gas tax—they 
Say it is the main reason it drives people across the border 
in the first place—with the truckers, the unionized workers 
in the trucking industry, the tourism industry, all of those 
concerned about the cost of living and the transport of 
goods around this province, and reconsider the 1.7-cent 
gas tax hike next 1 January? 


Hon Mr Laughren: No. The issue of cross-border - 


shopping is much more complex than the leader of the 


third party would lead us to believe. We did look at the 
whole question. Before the budget, when I was looking at 
the question of gas prices in northern Ontario, for example, 
I did think about the question of gas prices in the border 
communities. When I looked very carefully at the pricing 
of gas across Ontario, it became very difficult to come to 
grips with the whole problem of differential gas prices 
across the province, because in some cases the price is 
higher in southern or eastern Ontario than it is in northern 
Ontario. | 

On the question of gasoline as a cross-border shopping 
issue, I think the member would agree that is not the main 
reason people cross the border to shop. Also, the 1.7-cent 
increase would not in itself drive people across the border 
to shop. I personally think there is a bigger reason foi 
cross-border shopping. There are several big reasons for 
cross-border shopping; one is the value of the Canadian 
dollar. Second, I do not believe setting up express lanes, 
which Otto Jelinek seems to want to do, is in any way Oe 
answer either. 


Mr Bradley: I want to pursue the matter with the 
Treasurer of this tax on auto workers in Ontario. The Trea- 
surer has given some hints that he might be considering 
moving from his original ill-conceived position, the one 
which was going to be so difficult for those who work ir 
the automotive industry in Ontario, the one which brought 
labour and management together, and I give him credit for 
bringing labour and management together on this particgs 
lar occasion. | 

Does the Treasurer now understand after consulting, as 
he says, with so many groups in our society, particularly 
those in the automotive industry, that with his ill-con: 
ceived tax—whoever hatched it in the government—the 
effect on the automotive industry was far greater than he 
anticipated, because it deals not only with those who as: 
semble vehicles in Ontario but also with those who make 
parts in Ontario? Does he now understand that in the mids! 
of the deepest recession since the 1930s, with unprece: 
dented competition from offshore and the United States 
the tax was ill-conceived, and is he now prepared to with: 
draw it? 


Hon Mr Laughren: I think the former Environmen’ 
minister should be fairer in his categorization of the tax 
Any tax that concentrates on the preservation of non- re: 
newable fuel and on the protection of the environment is 
not by nature an ill-conceived tax. I would have thoughi 
the former Minister of the Environment would also ac: 
knowledge the fact that not only were the manufacturer: 
and the auto workers’ union called in, but the environmen: 
talists as well. I know that was a regretful case of jus 
overlooking an important group out there in society by the 
member for St Catharines. | 

Just because we set up a working group that takes ¢ 
look at a tax to see if there is a way of fine-tuning it, I dc 
not think that means the original proposal was ill-con’ 
ceived at all. It is an unfair categorization by the member. | 


1500 | 


Mr Bradley: This is one case where I would be praising 
the member for Nickel Belt, the Treasurer, for retreating, an¢ 
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| would not be accusing him of retreating in this case, 
yecause I think it would be a good move to withdraw it. 
_ Does the Treasurer not agree with me now, having lis- 
‘ened to the environmental groups who had to kick the 
door in to get into his office because they were not initially 
consulted, that the best way to achieve good health in the 
ed industry at the same time as the environmental 
zoals that are set—that is, of providing vehicles that have 
vetter fuel efficiency and better emissions—is in fact to 
provide incentives for people to purchase new vehicles in 
he province of Ontario, which will have the better fuel 
standards and better emissions? 
_ Hon Mr Laughren: I have been a partisan politician 
around here for some time, but I do regret the way in 
which the member puts his question, that as soon as we 
2onsult, as soon as we talk to the major players or stake- 
jolders on an issue, suddenly it is a retreat or it was ill- 
conceived in the first instance. Now would the member 
nake up his mind? Does he want this government to con- 
sult or does he not? 

I keep hearing from members opposite that we should 
ye doing more consultation. As soon as we sit down and 
consult, they tell us we are retreating or we are considering 
an ill-conceived tax. I think there is no question that we are 
determined to have concern for the environment and con- 
servation as one of the hallmarks of this government, and 
we will never retreat from that principle. 


BIOMEDICAL WASTE DISPOSAL 


_ Mr Cousens: I have a question for the Minister of the 
Environment. Earlier this year during estimates I had a 
chance to raise the whole question about biomedical waste 
and the concern we have with some 16,000 tons of bio- 
medical waste, which is human body parts, blood, needles, 
syringes, swabs and bandages. When I asked the minister 
about these concerns her answer was, “I am satisfied that 
the enforcement and operation of the regulations adminis- 
tered by my ministry are designed to protect the public and 
to protect the environment and that, if followed, will do 
that.” 

_ The presence of needles in Metropolitan Toronto’s 
beaches from drug addicts and diabetics raises a much 
larger issue of pathological waste. Can the minister assure 
this House that the guidelines she talked about back in 
February in estimates are now being followed to the fullest 
extent possible? 

Hon Mrs Grier: Obviously, they are not being fol- 
lowed by people who dispose of syringes and needles in 
parks and in public places. That is certainly a very serious 
= and I share the concern of the member that it is 


nappropriate. I quite frankly am not sure that no matter 
hat our guidelines said or how they were administered 
we could in fact overcome that particular issue. There has 
to be a strategy of the whole question of drug abuse, and I 
now my colleague is dealing with that. 
_ On the question of biomedical waste generally, as I 
indicated in estimates, there are guidelines and there are 
policies within my ministry that are being reviewed since I 
as sworn in in October. We are working co-operatively 
with the Ministry of Health and I think there is a great deal 


that needs to be done before we have in place an overall 
and comprehensive system of dealing with biomedical 
waste in this province. 


Mr Cousens: I appreciate the direction the minister is 
trying to take in her answer, because the whole question of 
biomedical waste does raise a number of serious questions 
and is a matter of concern to the public at large. Syringes 
and medical waste are a threat to life and are obviously not 
being handled in an environmentally sound fashion, but 
the monitoring systems for biohazardous waste are very 
much in question. 


I have three questions. Can the minister assure the 
House that untreated blood is not going into the sewer 
systems? Can she assure the House that all biomedical 
waste from doctors’ offices and labs and hospitals is being 
incinerated at facilities that meet Ontario’s toughest envi- 
ronmental safety standards? Will she assure this House 
that all of Ontario’s biohazardous wastes will be safely 
eliminated in Ontario and never exported outside of it? 


Hon Mrs Grier: I think I see the direction in which 
the member’s question is taking him, and that of course is 
the issue of the export of biomedical waste from the prov- 
ince of Ontario. 


When I took office I found that 60% of the biomedical 
waste in this province was in fact being sent to jurisdic- 
tions beyond the province. I have been working co-opera- 
tively with the Ministry of Health to see how best we can 
establish across this province an infrastructure to deal with 
this problem, something that has been lacking in the past, 
that I think is long overdue for resolution, and that I am — 
very happy to tell the member is going to be resolved in 
co-operation with other ministries. 


JOB SECURITY 


Mr Waters: My question is for the Minister of Com- 
munity and Social Services. The minister will be aware of 
the concern that many employees of some of the larger 
institutions serving developmentally disabled people are 
facing about the security of their jobs. They are afraid that 
with the movement of persons with developmental handi- 
caps to smaller community-based placements they will not 
receive adequate notice as to the continuation of their em- 
ployment. .Can the minister tell me and all concerned 
members what she is doing about this concern? 


Hon Ms Akande: Since we have taken office we have 
set up a Committee and a process whereby we would be 
developing procedures with the workers, with members of 
the union and with staff to help move the patients from the 
larger facilities into the smaller centres. The purpose of the 
process is so that the workers, the unions and the staff 
would all be aware of the time lines and would be better 
able to prepare for the eventuality where they may in fact 
want to change their place of employment. 


Mr Waters: I thank the minister for her answer and 
appreciate her commitment to the long-term needs of these 
workers. Can the minister tell me what she is doing in the 
short term to address the immediate concerns of these 
workers? 
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Hon Ms Akande: We have used a consultant from out 
of province to meet with some of the workers and with 
many of the people from the unions as well as the staff and 
to initiate the consultation process. They have not only 
been involved in designing the process but they are also 
establishing the time lines by which it may be completed. 
So they are assured that in fact the decision will not be 
made arbitrarily. 


GLOBAL WARMING 


Mr McGuinty: My question is for the Minister of 
Energy. I want to remind the minister of two specific com- 
mitments made by her party relating to the problems of 
global warming and ozone depletion. 

The first commitment is contained in the party paper 
entitled Greening the Party, Greening the Province. That 
policy was adopted in June 1990. “Ontario should adopt a 
20% carbon emission reduction target (from 1988 levels) 
for the year 2005, with the ultimate aim of achieving a 
50% reduction.” 

The second commitment is contained in a letter dated 
14 August 1990. It was from the then Leader of the Oppo- 
sition, the member for York South, to Gord Perks of 
Greenpeace and four other environmental groups. “The 
NDP supports an immediate ban on CFCs and flexible 
furniture foam and rigid foam insulation, with a complete 
ban by 1995 of all ozone destroying CFCs, methylchloro- 
form, halon and carbon tetrachloride.” 

Does the minister still expect to meet these promised 
targets and time frames? 


Hon Ms Carter: We have not at this point set a defi- 
nite target for reduction of global warming gases, but On- 
tario is determined to take a leadership role in reducing 
emissions of these gases. It is far more effective to take 
action without expressing a target than it is to have a target 
and not take action. 

On 14 June, that was last Friday, the Minister of En- 
ergy met with 150 representatives of labour, industry, envi- 
ronmental and consumer groups on a proposed energy 
strategy. These stakeholders supported the government’s 
effort to move ahead on energy efficiency. Some of the 
measures—tough measures—we are taking to combat 
global warming are strong controls on the emission of 
CFCs, policy direction to Ontario Hydro to spend more on 
energy efficiency, a $5-billion commitment to improve 
public transit, our government’s commitment to the 3Rs, 
reducing energy use in government buildings— 


The Speaker: Could the minister conclude her re- 
marks please. 
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Hon Ms Carter: —a 75% increase in Ministry of En- 
ergy program funding and sustainable forestry. All these 
efforts show the government’s ongoing commitment to 
move ahead with measures that will benefit Ontario’s 
economy and environment. 


Mr McGuinty: I say with respect to the minister that 
the initiatives she has just outlined hardly represent a 
thoughtful, methodical and comprehensive approach to the 
problems of global warming and ozone depletion. The 
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only way we are going to get a handle on those kinds of 
problems is through that kind of approach and that has yet 
to be taken by this government. 

I want to make reference now to an article that ap- 
peared in today’s Globe and Mail. That article states three 
things in particular. First, it says the Ministry of Energy 
and the Ministry of the Environment commissioned a spe- 
cial report entitled Degrees of Change: Steps Towards an 
Ontario Global Warming Strategy; second, it says that re- 
port contains recommendations for reducing greenhouse 
gases; third, it says the cabinet has shelved the recommen- 
dations contained in that report. I would ask the minister, 
which of these three statements, if any, are not true? 


Hon Ms Carter: I do not think it would be appropri- 
ate for me to discuss the details of cabinet decisions in the 
House. However, I would like to repeat what I said in 
answer to the last question, that the efforts we are making 
in this province towards energy efficiency are efforts that 
will have the consequence of reducing global warming. 
The reality of these efforts puts us in the lead in North 
America in the attempt to reduce greenhouse gases. 


HOCKEY FRANCHISE 


Mr Sterling: I would like to ask the Minister of Agri- 
culture and Food about the Ottawa Senators. Hockey 
teams have supporters from all political persuasions—they 
have right wingers who support them and they have left 
wingers who support them and they have farmers who 
support them. The local farmers in the areas support the 
building of the Palladium in the city of Kanata. 

I want to ask the Minister of Agriculture and Food 
about the town of Seaton in North Pickering. There are 
7,000 acres of prime agricultural land zoned for residential 
development, industrial development, commercial devel- 
opment, ready to go, for the roads to be put in, the sewers 
to be put in, etc. Therefore, there would not be an OMB 
hearing with regard to the official plan amendment and 
therefore the minister would not have the opportunity to 
interject his thoughts at that stage. 

Save and except for this one special place in Ontaridl 
there is the matter that the minister owns all 7,000 acres. Is 
he willing to kill the town of Seaton to show his upholding 
of the need for preservation of agricultural land here in 
Ontario? 

Hon Mr Buchanan: My job as minister from the time 
I took over on 1 October is to look forward, not backward, 
on what has happened in terms of rezoning decisions or 
economic decisions that were made for planning in the 
past. This government believes very strongly in the plan- 
ning process. The minister announced the other day that 
there is going to be a review of the planning process. We 
are concerned about the preservation of agriculture land in 
Ontario. This is one particular OMB hearing that we are 
participating in in order to preserve and uphold the guide- 
lines. I do not think it is proper to be talking about deci- 
sions that were made in the past for Seaton or other 
economic projects for housing. 

Mr Sterling: I have to tell members that the people of ; 
eastern Ontario and Ottawa-Carleton find this minister and: 
this government so hypocritical it is unbelievable. | 
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| Interjections. 
_ The Speaker: Order. If the member for Carleton 


would withdraw the unparliamentary language which he 
used with respect to a member of the House. 


__ Mr Sterling: If it will make the Speaker more com- 
fortable, I thought the Premier used the same language 
zarlier and therefore I thought it was satisfactory. I will 
withdraw. 

But I will say that the people in eastern Ontario cannot 
inderstand the double standard that seems to be leveled at 
hem when dealing with the Ottawa Senators—7,000 acres 
of prime agricultural land in Seaton, 800 acres around the 
own of Markham, prime agricultural land dealt with dif- 
‘erently by this government than 98 acres of questionable 


igricultural land in eastern Ontario. 
_ Mr Chiarelli: They changed it. Double standard 
igain. 

The Speaker: The member for Ottawa West, come to 
yrder. The member for Carleton, place his question. 


Mr Sterling: Tonight the Friends of the Ottawa Sena- 
ors are going to be putting on a demonstration in front of 
he Ontario Municipal Board. They have asked the minis- 
er how much he is spending to oppose the Ottawa Sena- 
ors in Ottawa-Carleton. He has refused to answer that 
juestion in the past. They have submitted to him a request 
inder the Freedom of Information and Protection of Pri- 
vacy Act. Recently they found out that the minister stalled 
hem for another 30 days for no apparent reason. They 
lave appealed that to the Information and Privacy Com- 
nissioner. The minister knows that they are entitled to the 
nformation. 


The Speaker: Will the member conclude his question, 
lease? 


Mr Sterling: Why does the minister not permit them 

he courtesy of providing them—the taxpayers of On- 
ario—with information as to how he is spending their 
noney? They are entitled to that information. Will the 
ninister put his job on the line so that if they are success- 
ul with the freedom of information commissioner, he will 
esign? 
Hon Mr Buchanan: There was a curious mix of 
tems in the question. The preservation of farm land, 
vhether it is in eastern Ontario or southwestern Ontario, 
inywhere in this province, is a principled argument. To tie 
hat to the amount of money that might be spent in terms 
of consultant or legal fees is irrelevant. 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. Would the minister take his seat. 
t is quite evident there is no interest in hearing the re- 
sponse. New question. 


COMMUNITY RADIO 


Mr Wood: My question is for the honourable Minister 
yf Culture and Communications. My riding of Cochrane 
North is the second-largest riding in the province. It covers 

any thousand square kilometres. Obtaining news and in- 
Ormation and keeping in touch with one another is almost 
mpossible without community radio. I am encouraged by 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


this government’s commitment to community-based radio. 
The minister’s announcement a couple of weeks ago of 
$1.7 million indicates the ministry is serious about com- 
munity radio. 

How will the money be disbursed throughout the north, 
and will any of that money be coming to Cochrane North? 


Hon Mr Marchese: All community radio stations that 
are licensed by the CRTC will be eligible to apply for 
those funds, and that includes the francophone and native 
aboriginal communities. The funds will be available to 
each station at the end of next April. They will receive a 
maximum of $25,000. We believe many will benefit in the 
north. In the riding of Cochrane North there may be as 
many as seven stations that can benefit and can apply. 

My ministry staff is working at developing funding 
criteria for all native and francophone community radio 
stations in northern and southern Ontario. All native and 
francophone communities owning a community radio sta- 
tion will be consulted on the development of those criteria. 
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Mr H. O’Neil: My question is to the Minister of Tour- 
ism and Recreation and it concerns the Sunday shopping 
tourist criteria and whether these criteria are fair and 
responsive. 

It is clear to us that the criteria are subjective.and very 
open to abuse, and I think the minister will agree that not 
everyone shares the same opinion on whether a retail es- 
tablishment is culturally appealing or a building’s architec- 
tural features are distinct. However, yesterday when I 
asked the Solicitor General whether or not the Eaton Cen- 
tre, Toronto’s premier tourist attraction, will be eligible for 
a tourist exemption under the guidelines, he either refused 
to or could not answer this question. It would seem that no 
one understands how the NDP’s tourist Criteria are going 
to work. 

What is the minister going to do to make sure that 
people understand the tourist criteria, that they enforce 
them in a fair and uniform manner and that no one applies 
them in a manner inconsistent with his stated objectives? 


Hon Mr North: I appreciate the question from the 
member across the floor. We have had some consultations 
within our own ministry and worked with the consultants 
to give them a good idea and a good explanation of how 
this will work. The consultants will go into the field and 
will work with municipalities on request to explain the 
criteria very clearly to them and give them all the pertinent 
information they require. 


Mr H. O’Neil: Again, I do not think the minister has 
answered the question for ourselves or for the municipalities. 

On 4 June, when asked what the government would do 
if the municipalities interpreted the tourist criteria in a 
manner inconsistent with the government’s stated objec- 
tives, the Solicitor General said it was a municipal issue 
and people could take the municipality to court if they felt 
the municipality did not interpret the criteria in a consistent 
manner. He also refused to accept any provincial authority 
for enforcing the criteria. 
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If the minister is unwilling to intervene to ensure that 
his guidelines are interpreted in a manner consistent with 
the provincial policy, how does he expect to develop the 
fair and responsive system he promised? 


Hon Mr North: We have laboured at some length to 
develop criteria which we felt were adequate and were fair 
to workers and municipalities and to consumers as well. 
We feel we have criteria which are relevant to the tourism 
industry, which the tourism industry feels are relevant to 
itself, and are very good. We feel they will do the job that 
we asked them to do as we put them in place, and we are 
looking forward to having a common pause day in the 
province of Ontario. 


NATIVE HUNTING AND FISHING 


Mr J. Wilson: My question is to the Minister of Natu- 
tal Resources. On 28 May the minister said in this Legisla- 
ture, “We have an agreement with the Algonquins of 
Golden Lake on principles for hunting deer and moose 
within the context of this policy.” It was announced last 
night at a public meeting in Barry’s Bay that the Golden 
Lake band has withdrawn from negotiations regarding the 
subagreements for hunting and fishing rights in Algonquin 
Park. 

Given that we are heading into peak season for tourists 
in Algonquin Park, has he been successful in limiting hunt- 
ing by the Golden Lake people in all circumstances in 
Algonquin Park to the late fall and mid-January period of 
the year, and if so, in what area of the park? 


Hon Mr Wildman: This a very timely question. I 
must say I am a little surprised, though, if the statement is 
accurate about what was said at the meeting last night, 
because surely the member is aware that we opened nego- 
tiations formally at Golden Lake on Saturday. To suggest 
the Algonquins have withdrawn from negotiations ignores 
that fact. 

Our negotiators met with the chief and council and the 
negotiators for the Golden Lake band, along with represen- 
tatives of the federal government, at Golden Lake on Sat- 
urday. At that time they identified a number of the issues 
and areas of concern and started to develop a timetable and 
framework for the negotiations. 

One of the most important and pressing issues that will 
be dealt with in those negotiations is the finalization of the 
interim measures agreements with regard to the deer, 
moose and fishing regulations which will be in place as the 
negotiations on the land claim proceed. 


Mr J. Wilson: On 28 March in this House the minis- 
ter was quoted as saying that hunting during this period, 
late fall to mid-January, will be excluded from areas fre- 
quented by tourists. On 28 May he also said that the sub- 
agreements will protect public safety. From this, I can only 
conclude that hunting by the Algonquins of Golden Lake 
will be banned in all areas of the park which are open to 
travel and use by the public, be it by public road and/or 
maintained trail or canoe routes. 

Will the minister confirm that this will indeed be the 
case and provide some assurance to tourists that Algonquin 
is still a safe and enjoyable place to visit? 
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Hon Mr Wildman: Algonquin Park is, as we all 
know, the jewel of the park system and is one that all. 
tourists should be happy to visit and enjoy this summer. 
The negotiations with regard to the interim subagreements 
on moose and deer hunting and fishing are ongoing and we 
hope to have them finalized soon. There is no hunting, as. 
the member knows, going on in Algonquin Park at this 
time. The first nation in the negotiations is developing 
community rules which will be negotiated and finalized 
and which will limit the numbers of deer that will be taken, 
the areas where they will be taken, the number of moose 
that will be taken, the time of the year when they will be 
taken and the areas. Those will be outside the regular and 
most frequented tourist areas. | 

The fishing agreement is more difficult and complex 
and is ongoing but we anticipate that in good faith we will 
be able to negotiate agreements which will be acceptable 
to both sides and will preserve conservation and park val-' 
ues and ensure that all tourists and all Ontarians can enjoy 
Algonquin Park. | 


PETITIONS 


AMALGAMATION OF TOWNSHIPS 


Mr Drainville: It gives me great pleasure today to 
present a petition from residents of Verulam township in 
the riding of Victoria-Haliburton. In fact, they are with us. 
today: Janet Sheridan, Malcolm Junkin and Bob Junkin, in 
the gallery over here beside the government side. There are 
1,543 signatures, which represent about 60% or more of | 
the eligible voters in Verulam township. | 

“To the Legislative Assembly of Ontario: 


“Whereas the council of the county of Victoria has 
voted to accept a recommendation from the steering com- 
mittee on county government to amalgamate the village of 
Bobcaygeon with the township of Verulam; and | 

“Whereas the residents of Verulam were not given the 
opportunity for public review and comment on the recom- 
mendations being made before they were voted upon by 
county council, | 

“We, the undersigned residents of Verulam township, 
petition the Legislative Assembly as follows: | 

“The recommendation for amalgamation between the 
village of Bobcaygeon and the township of Verulam not be 
accepted until such time as the residents of both jurisdictions 
have had the opportunity to provide formal comment on and 
acceptance of the proposal in a municipal referendum.” 

I have signed this. 


| 


| 
OATH OF ALLEGIANCE | 


Mr J. Wilson: I am pleased to rise and present a petition 
to the Legislature of Ontario on behalf of constituents in my 
riding of Simcoe West. The petition reads as follows: | 


“Whereas the Queen of Canada has long been a sym- 
bol of national unity for Canadians from all walks of life 
and from all ethnic backgrounds; and 

“Whereas the people of Canada are currently facing a con- 
Stitutional crisis which could potentially result in the breakup of 
the federation and are in need of unifying symbols, | 
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“We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Ontario to restore the oath to the Queen 
for Ontario’s police officers.” 

__ That is signed by some 20 constituents in the riding of 
Simcoe West and I too am pleased to affix my name to this 
petition. 
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Mr Cooper: I would like to present a petition on be- 
half of the Royal Canadian Legion, East Toronto Branch 
11. It is signed by 153 members or friends. It states: 

“We, the undersigned, affiliated with the Royal Cana- 
dian Legion, East Toronto Branch 11, either through mem- 
bership or friendship, wish to add our voices to the protest 
regarding the removal of the oath of allegiance to the 
Queen for the Metro Toronto Police department or civilian 
commissioners. This action only further erodes the heri- 
tage of Canada in a time when unity is an issue, not only 
for those born and raised in this country but for those who 
chose Canada as their homeland.” 


Mr J. Wilson: I am pleased to rise and present a peti- 
tion to the Legislature of Ontario on behalf of constituents 
in my riding of Simcoe West. The petition reads as follows: 

“Whereas the Queen of Canada has long been a sym- 
bol of national unity for Canadians from all walks of life 
and from all ethnic backgrounds; and 

“Whereas the people of Canada are currently facing a 
constitutional crisis which could potentially result in the 
breakup of the federation, and are in need of unifying symbols; 

“We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Ontario to restore the oath to the Queen 
for Ontario’s police officers.” 

That is signed by a number of members of the 
Tosorontio township council, and I too have affixed my 
name to this petition. ; 


INTRODUCTION OF BILL 


TOWNSHIP OF CHANDOS ACT, 1991 

Mr Drainville moved first reading of Bill Pr77, An Act 

respecting The Corporation of the Township of Chandos. 
~ Motion agreed to. 

The Speaker: Orders of the day, the member for 
Bruce. 
_ Mr Elston: Before I move the motion, I think it has 
been agreed among all the parties that the clock be allowed 
to run for equal portions of time for the debate in each of 
the parties. I am not sure whether I was supposed to an- 
nounce that earlier or not. 

Interjection. 

Mr Elston: Actually, I think the debate is to run until 
5:50 and we hope a vote will be taken at about 5:55. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


WANT OF CONFIDENCE MOTION: 
STANDARDS OF MINISTERIAL CONDUCT 
_ Mr Elston moved that, since the New Democratic 
Party government has demonstrated a total disregard for 
the standards of conduct traditionally adhered to by cabi- 
net ministers, as exemplified by the failure of the Solicitor 
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General to comply with the conflict-of-interest guidelines 
and code of conduct as laid down by the Premier, and 
since the Solicitor General has failed to comply with the 
long-standing parliamentary tradition which promotes the 
independence of the judiciary, thereby jeopardizing the 
separation of powers traditionally associated with Ontario 
parliamentary history, therefore, pursuant to the provis- 
ions of standing order 42(a), the House no longer has 
confidence in the government. 


Mr Elston: For those of us in the Liberal Party, I think 
no time has been more difficult than this one because of 
the fact that we were under such a tremendous rush of 
attacks by the New Democratic Party when we were the 
governing party in this province. In those days, while we 
were trying to conduct the affairs of the government of 
Ontario, we were subject to vicious attacks and assaults 
led by the member for York South, the leader of the New 
Democratic Party, the member who now assumes the role 
of Premier and who, because of his own guidelines, has 
assumed the mantle of chief judge and executioner with 
respect to the standards of conduct of his cabinet ministers, 
his parliamentary assistants and indeed of his caucus. 

While we note he has assumed that mantle early 
through speeches made to the public after his election on 6 
September, the assumption of power on 1 October and 
through the issuance of several pieces of written material 
since that time, we note he has been unable and unwilling 
to carry out the execution of his office and the activity of 
providing the judgement required to enforce the Members’ 
Conflict of Interest Act, the code of conduct and the guide- 
lines he himself has established for the operation of politi- 
cians in his party, in his parliamentary assistants corps and 
in his cabinet. 

This is a particularly difficult time for all of us in On- 
tario. At a time when there must be a sense of stability, a 
sense of reliance on the good, old-fashioned values of hon- 
esty and integrity, the prime minister of this province has 
not provided a distinct direction towards integrity by en- 
forcing his guidelines. He makes great speeches. He makes 
great assaults on the opposition parties when they ask for 
resignations of ministers who have indicated they have 
transgressed the guidelines and the code of conduct re- 
quired of them as members of the executive council. He 
does not make a stand on behalf of the people who require 
integrity and honesty in government. 

The most notorious of the group is the minister who 
has been named in my want of confidence motion, the 
Solicitor General. His situation is well known to the peo- 
ple of Ontario because it has been analysed and analysed, 
not only in the daily press and in the electronic media, but 
day by day here in the House as we ask the questions 
necessary to unfold the sordid details behind the writing of 
letters to justices of the peace with respect to parking tickets. 

While the Solicitor General would try to pooh-pooh 
this as merely a matter dealing with a $35 parking ticket, it 
is the most serious of problems associated with his office. 
It is an interference with the justice system the likes of 
which we have never seen in this province to this date, and 
he begs that he did not write, see or authorize the letter. He 
washes his hands in public while this travesty occurs. Not 
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only does he breach the conflict-of-interest guidelines and 
spurn the advice from the people in the Office of the Pre- 
mier, but he also breaks the great and deep tradition of 
parliamentary and judiciary separation upon which our 
principles of government and social order have been built 
in this province. That alone is enough to disqualify this 
person from sitting in the executive council. He took an 
oath to be true to those traditions and support the law of 
this nation and this province and he has forgotten all. His 
declaration of ignorance is not enough to save him. 

The Premier, in accepting ignorance as an excuse, 
means to say that it is not enough to save his government 
as far as we are concerned. The Premier cannot and must 
not accept ignorance as an excuse in this situation. There 
are so many places where he can stand up for honesty 
when we need to bolster the institutions of this province. 
Cynicism is everywhere. In a province where we stand 
long by tradition, the institution of parliamentary democ- 
racy is under assault. The office of political leader, of poli- 
tician, is being questioned at all turns by several people in 
the public. The media write editorials, the people write 
letters and question us and day by day the leader of the 
province adds fuel to the fire that feeds the cynicism that 
attacks the very basis upon which our social and cultural 
history has been constructed. That cannot continue to happen. 

If we are to have no integrity at the head of govern- 
ment, then we cannot have government that can survive 
long. If we have no integrity at the head of this govern- 
ment, then we cannot convince people to come to Ontario 
and put into practice their full support of the economic 
system we have here, of the laws that are passed in this 
House or of the laws that are passed in the Parliament of 
Canada. 
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How can we have a Premier running around saying 
that he wants to instil pride in the business people of this 
province and get them to stay in Ontario when the types of 
things he does, and allows his Solicitor General to do, tend 
to destroy the very patriotic support he would want to 
kindle in the hearts of the people who now live in Ontario? 
People are ashamed of the way this sordid event has un- 
folded: the contrived sort of intervention by way of the 
Attorney General inviting the RCMP to come and investi- 
gate, then indicating that the investigation report, when it 
yielded no criminal charges—just as this opposition party 
said there would be none—now being kept secret will be 
hidden for ever from the public, and a full disclosure of all 
the sordid details has been prevented in a way that allows 
all of us in this democracy to pass our own judgements. 

While they refused to issue a copy of the report to the 
public, and even to us in the Legislative Assembly, they 
also refused to take this matter before a parliamentary 
standing committee to analyse what has taken place. We 
cannot interview the Solicitor General in that committee. 
We can only accept his stonewalling-type answers here in 
this House. We cannot interview the three people in this 
constituency office who obviously were not on the same 
wavelength when they answered the investigation ques- 
tions by the RCMP. We cannot ask questions of the people 
in the Premier’s office about their involvement. We cannot 
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ask the Attorney General about the involvement of nial 
people in his department and in fact about his own in- 
volvement in this whole sordid issue. 

All of those closures of avenues of information, the 
shutting down of the openness of communication and the 
tramping upon the integrity of the system here in this 
House that this government has put on our shoulders, leave 
the opposition with only one tool, and that is to move this 
motion of want of confidence in the government’s ability 
to manage the affairs of this province. 

This is of the most serious nature, but it is not the only | 
means by which we sought to have an open discussion of | 
this event. Each time we asked it was prevented. Each time. 
we inquired whether the Premier would allow us to do 
certain things he said no. Each time we asked it was not 
granted. So we have but the use of standing order 42(a) to. 
move a motion of want of confidence in an administration | 
that has quickly grown arrogant, that has quite early grown | 
corrupt and that in my view is not able to command the | 
respect either of the members of this House or of the peo- 
ple of Ontario. | 


Mr Speaker, it looks as if I cannot use the word “cor- | 
rupt.” I apologize. I withdraw that word. They are not able | 
to command the support of the people of the province | 
because they do not display integrity and honesty. They do | 
not display the types of qualities the people expect in a 
governing party, and they will not command the respect of | 
the opposition party until they move to clean up the events 
that surrounded the affairs as begun by the Solicitor Gen- 
eral. That is quite clear, and that is why there is a want of 
confidence in this House for this government. / 


Mr Carr: I am pleased to participate in this debate 
and to add a few comments. I am going to start off ‘by. 
reading what the Premier said when he brought in the 
conflict-of-interest guidelines back in December, I guess. 
He was going to be different from all the other govern-. 
ments and have a situation where he was going to be so. 
pure that there would be no scandals. It is kind of ironic. 
that as we sit here only a few short months later, we have 
had more scandals and resignations in this government 
than we have had bills passed in this House. That is a sad 
commentary on this government. 


When the guidelines were brought out, the Premier 
said: “We must at all times act in a manner that will not. 
only bear the closest public scrutiny, but will go further | 
and ensure public confidence and trust in the integrity of 
government.” I think, like everybody else, we were all in a 
non-partisan manner hoping this would happen, because | 
we all get tarred as politicians when something happens 
that affects us, because everybody puts us in a lump and) 
says all politicians are alike. 


The rules and guidelines were laid out and champion@ll 
by this Premier who was going to be different, who was. 
going to bring back integrity to government. It is ironic. 
that in just a short period even the most objective observer | 
would say there have been more problems with conflict of | 
interest in the time this government has been in power than, 
any Other government in the history of this province and in. 
fact, I would submit, probably in the history of this country. 
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Here is a man who said on 12 December: “We must at 
all times act in a manner that will not only bear the closest 
dublic scrutiny, but will go further and ensure public confi- 
dence and trust.” Here we are with a motion saying there is 
no trust in this government, that the House no longer has 
confidence in the government. For days on end we have 
heard the wrangling that has gone on. 

I had the pleasure of participating with the standing 
committee on administration of justice and going through 
some of these conflict guidelines. When the Premier came 
in way back in February and laid it out, I was one of those 
who believed that he was going to try to be different, that 
he really meant what he said. But a funny thing happened 
gn the way. He said what he said in February when there 
were no problems, no hint of scandals; then when it hap- 
dened to him, all of a sudden things changed very quickly. 
We had a man in February who said he was trying to 
uphold the public confidence and trust, and as we sit here 
joday people are saying this Premier is no different than 
any other Premier. He has not lived up to the high stan- 
dards he tried to set when he was in opposition. 

I have had a little bit of pleasure speaking to some of 
the people about what it was like. I did not sit in this 
Legislature when the Premier was in opposition, but I have 
heard the stories of what he was like over some of the 
other people, how careers were destroyed over people like 
Joan Smith and the member for Oriole and some of the 
others. They were absolutely destroyed by a man who now 
is saying: “It doesn’t matter as long as you didn’t do it for 
any personal gain. As long as you didn’t do it for any 
dersonal gain it’s okay.” It is ironic that this was the same 
individual who at the time he came before this committee 
said he was going to try to be different. 

_ Tread some of the headlines that unfortunately back up 
what I say. It is not just the two opposition parties saying 
this. In fact, a good part of the province is saying the same 
things. I read a headline in one of our daily papers that 
said: “Passing the Buck.” The article said: “Provincially 
the only people who do not seem to realize that Solicitor 
General Mike Farnan has no credibility left in the great 
parking ticket affair are the Premier and his trained social- 
ist seals.” That is what the people of this province are 
saying about a man who I think everybody in the begin- 
ning thought was going to try to uphold the high standards 
of this fine office as Premier. 

_ The next headline reads, “Bumbling Bob.” The article 
says: “We would remind Rae—since obviously somebody 
has to, that he is no longer the opposition leader, shooting 
his mouth off in all directions, but the Premier. Act like it, 


not like some frustrated graduate student with a different 
answer for every new political quiz.” 

In fact, that is what has happened over the last little 
while. Initially, when some of the problems broke, he got 
tid of one minister for posing in the Toronto Sun. As we 
went along he realized the high standards he set could not 
possibly be upheld but, instead of coming out to the people 
of this province and saying, “I made a mistake, I want to 
admit there was a mistake; the standards that I thought I 
could uphold in opposition, I realize I can’t as Premier,” he 
did not do that. He did not admit his mistakes. He has tried 


i] 
| 
| 


| 


to hide things. All we wanted during this period was for 
the justice committee to have some time to review the 
situation. 

Even as recently as yesterday I believed the Premier 
when he said: “The justice committee: I want to get input 
of what needs to be done. We’ve got to make this non-po- 
litical so we can all improve the integrity.” Then he turns 
around the very day he says that and his members of the 
committee rush through and try to invoke closure in the 
committee. 
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So it is indeed a bit frustrating for a new member who 
came in to this Legislature and was interested in taking 
people for what was said and trying to contribute, and here 
we are in only a few short months where a government 
that came in with such high expectations has slipped lower 
than any other government in the history of this province 
and indeed the history of this country. 

I look at some of the things that were said during that 
time when we met on the standing committee on adminis- 
tration of justice. It was interesting when we questioned 
the Premier—I guess there were some of the problems 
with the member for Victoria-Haliburton and his problems 
with the ministry—he said at that time—and I guess we 
should not have been too surprised he would later come to 
this conclusion—it was okay to break the law because he 
did it with conscience and there was no personal gain. 

As I said to the Premier then, I guess it is okay to go 
out and rob a bank in Ontario as long:as you give the 
money to the poor, because that is indeed what he is say- 
ing. In fact, he has repeated that back during these last few 
days, saying, “It does not matter; you can do some things 
we might have thought wrong in the past because they 
were not done for personal gain.” 

Some of the people he tried to go after so strongly 
when he was in opposition, like the former Solicitor Gen- 
eral who went to help a constituent at the police station 
when she believed there was some wrongdoing, did not do 
it for any personal gain. There was no personal gain there. 
But of course he, in his ideals of opposition leader, called 
for a resignation. Here is the same one who turns around 
and talks about compassion. He had very little compassion 
in the past when it came to people like Joan Smith and the. 
member for Oriole and some of the other ones. 

Here we have a Premier who says one thing before the 
election, another thing after the election; one thing when 
he is trying to get political points in bringing in some 
tough legislation and another thing when some of the scan- 
dals begin to hit. 

For some of those who have not had a chance to read 
the conflict-of-interest guidelines that were submitted— 
and I suspect as we go along that is probably the bulk of 
the cabinet—when you look at it, it is very clear on page 4, 
“Ministers (except the Attorney General in the exercise of 
official duties) shall not communicate with members of the 
judiciary concerning any matter pending before the court.” 

It is very clear, very simple. Anyone can understand 
that. Yet what we have had recently is a Premier who says, 
“It is okay during this period of time because the Solicitor 
General did not know the letters were written.” 
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At a time when people are a little bit cynical and scep- 
tical about politicians, we said, “Let’s not take your word 
for it, let’s not take the Solicitor General’s word for it, let’s 
not take the opposition; let’s have some of the people who 
were involved come before the justice committee.” He 
would not do that. He did not want to have it come out in 
the open. Instead, he tried to hide behind the RCMP report 
on criminal activities and wrongdoings when everybody 
realized that was not what was at issue. What was at issue 
is a Premier who, when he believes it is in the political 
interest to do so, will stand up and champion guidelines 
and then not live up to them. Then we wonder why the 
public is a little bit cynical and sceptical about politicians, 
because indeed we are all tarred by this action. 


During that time we had some very good submissions 
that came before us. I guess some of the best material was 
from Judge Evans, who of course is the Conflict of Interest 
Commissioner. Some of the points the judge, who is well 
respected, made—and I will read it out. For those mem- 
bers who did not participate in that committee there is a 
summary of the standing committee on administration of 
justice done by the fine research officer, dated 6 May. It 
talks about some of the things that are important, laid out 
in very precise detail. 


What Judge Evans said at that time was: “Neither the 
ministers nor their parliamentary assistants should make 
representation on behalf of constituents before government 
agencies, including the Workers’ Compensation Board and 
the Liquor Control Board of Ontario. There must be a level 
of non-interference by ministers and parliamentary assis- 
tants. Instead, the constituency office workers should be 
making those representations, but without waving a flag 
about the minister’s or the parliamentary assistant’s position.” 


The quote I think is important is “without waving a 
flag.” In the case of the Solicitor General, the name was 
being signed by another individual saying “Mike Farnan, 
MPP.” That certainly waved a flag and is what Judge 
Evans was talking about. He went on to say that ministers 
and parliamentary assistants and their constituency offices 
should not engage in activities on behalf of constituents 
which might involve an agency that falls within the 
minister’s or the parliamentary assistant’s portfolio. 


My good friend the member for Durham East, during 
some of those presentations, talked about an incident in his 
riding where some constituents wanted to get him in- 
volved, and he said: “I can’t do it. I’ve got to step aside. 
I’m a parliamentary assistant to the Solicitor General. I 
can’t become involved.” The constituents got a little bit 
upset with him at the time, because they felt he should 
have become involved. But here is a new member, elected 
a few short months, who knew he should not be involved. 
Very clearly he stepped back from it and did not become 
involved. 


We are led to believe that the Solicitor General of the 
day let his office know about the fact that they were not to 
become involved in any proceedings, but these rules were 
not made very clear. The RCMP report said staff member 
number 2 in the constituency office did not have any writ- 
ten guidelines or directions in relation to correspondence. 
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What troubles me more than anything else is, had this. 
government admitted to it and said, “Yes, we realize we 
did not give clear direction to the people in that constitu-. 
ency office,” I think most people would be fair. But they, 
did not, they tried to hide behind it saying, “Yes, we did| 
tell them.” Very clearly this RCMP report says something | 
different. ! 

The way to get it out in the open and to clear it and, I 
submit, make it so that the matter will not only bear the. 
closest public scrutiny but go farther and ensure public. 
confidence and trust, like the Premier wanted, would have 
been to send this whole matter before the standing com- 
mittee on administration of justice. He chose not to do it, 
because then we would have been able to have the situa- 
tion aired and everybody would have been able to hear! 
exactly what went on. 

We had days upon days where information by the At-. 
torney General—days when he knew about it, his deputy 
knew about it, his deputy knew about the situation, and 
this House was not made aware of it, and then we wonder 
why the public is a little bit cynical and sceptical with 
politicians. 

This motion that was brought forward today speaks. 
volumes to the lack of confidence in this government. I 
have actually heard some things I never thought would be 
heard so quickly in a government’s mandate. I had some. 
people who are calling me in my constituency office the 
other day saying: “Is there anything we can do? Is there 
any way the Lieutenant Governor can get the Premier to’ 
resign? Is there any way an election could be called?” 
They are so upset and angry with what has happened in. 
this province over the last little while. That is a sad com- 
mentary on a government after just a few short months. I 
think people on all sides are hoping we are going to be able 
to change things a little bit and bring back some integrity. 

Here is a man who came out, championed the cause 
and in fact slipped further than any other Premier in the 
history of this province with regard to integrity. That is 
what the public looks at more than anything else. If he did’ 
not come out and champion it during the throne speech, 
and if he did not make the headlines with his guidelines | 
when he introduced them—but here was a man who was. 
going to be different and in fact he is no different. Nothing’ 
has changed. We have no change in the government and 
over the last little while, I submit, things have actually 
gotten worse. 

As we look here at this motion, I suspect it was not 
brought lightly by the member, it was brought because of 
the fact that this New Democratic government has demon- 
strated a total disregard for the standards and conduct tra- 
ditionally adhered to by cabinet ministers. Not only did 
they go farther to try to get rid of some of the public 
perception out there they have slipped backwards, and in- 
stead of improving we are now faced with a situation 
where indeed we have more public cynicism out there to- 
wards this government and the political process. | 

We heard about how he was going to bring in tough 
guidelines for divestment under his conflict-of-interest 
guidelines, and yet the people he brought in, the Treasurer 
at the time, the Chairman of Management Board and the 
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minister responsible for native affairs, the ones who came 
in when he was championing these tough guidelines and, 
“We’re going to divest,” every one of them came in and 
said, “But we don’t have anything to divest.” In fact, the 
Treasurer and the minister responsible for native affairs 
were both rather comical in what they put forward that day 
making fun of the situation. Here we had a Premier saying, 
“We’re going to be different, we’re going to be tougher, 
we're going to divest,” and then he sends in ministers who 
have nothing to divest. 
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Then we wonder why the eepablic is a little bit cynical 
and a little bit sceptical. Even if they brought in tough 
guidelines and sent somebody in to talk about it and say, “I 
agree with it. You should be able to divest and I’ve got to 
give up this little convenience store that I run,” or what- 
ever it would be, there would be some credibility. 

What we have got is a political process now where you 
attempt to get headlines, you attempt to talk about things 
that you think are popular, but I tell members, actions 
speak much louder, particularly with politicians in this day 
and age, and particularly when we had a situation where 
we had a Premier who during the last campaign made a 
great deal of fanfare about the fact that he was going to be 
different. He talked I guess at the beginning of the last 
campaign and personally went after the Premier of the day 
at that time. Some of the members may remember during 
the election campaign he started off, not in this House, 
because he would have had to withdraw it, but he called 
the then Premier a liar for the reason that he called the 
election, and then proceeded to go around the province and 
go after him on all the problems the previous government 
had. Then, as we sit here today, he has had more scandals 
in a short period of time than any other Premier in the 
history of this province. That is why people are saying 
there is cynicism and they are a little bit sceptical about 
politicians and the political process. 

The confidence that is lacking out there by this public 
in this government has to do with a lot of things. It has to 
do with the broken promises. It has to do with the scan- 
dals. It has to do with saying one thing before an election 
and doing something after the election. It has to do with 
maintaining standards they said were going to be higher 
than anybody else’s and in fact slipping farther and farther 
behind than any other government. That is why there is a 
lack of confidence in the integrity of this government in 
the province of Ontario today. 

_ I think all members, as we reflect on this, are going to 
have to work extremely hard to get back the confidence 
out there in the public, the lack of confidence, because our 
job during this period of time is extremely critical. Never 
in the history of our nation have so many been so cynical 
and sceptical about the political process and about politi- 
cians at all levels: municipal, provincial and federal politi- 
cians. In fact, what we have seen over the last little while 
has added to that. 

_ Tam one of the individuals who would hope that over 
the next period of time the conflict-of-interest guidelines 
will become something the people of this province can be 
proud of. But what we need to do is not have a situation 


like we had yesterday during that justice committee, where 
we Say one thing in the morning and in the afternoon in 
question period and then we do something completely dif- 
ferent a few hours later. 

It is with deep regret that I think everybody believes 
that this motion had to be brought forward at this particular 
time, but hopefully, as a result of this, the members oppo- 
site will see that opposition from our friends in the Liberal 
Party and from this party is such that we really feel at this 
particular time the confidence in the government has been 
lost. As we go forward, I would hope that all members of 
the House would be able to contribute and to try to bring 
back some of the confidence that has been lost over the 
last little while. 


Mr Sutherland: In some ways it is a pleasure to be 
speaking on this motion; in other ways it is not. 

I just want to say that I think the Solicitor General has 
done a very good job of explaining his position. He has 
been very open and very consistent. I also want to say that 
I think the Premier has been very frank and candid with 
the people of Ontario in the decisions he has made on 
various issues. I disagree with the sense that there have 
been scandals. There have been some errors in judgement, 
and I think there is a big difference between errors in 
judgement and scandals. 

I want to talk this afternoon about what this govern- 
ment has been doing, because the members opposite have 
talked about how people are cynical of politicians. They 
are cynical of politicians who do not want to deal with the 
real issues of the time. 

In the letters and phone calls I get in to my office, 
people are not talking about the Solicitor General. They 
are not talking about other cabinet ministers. They are talk- 
ing about the economy. They are talking about the fact that 
they have lost their jobs or they feel they are going to lose 
their jobs due to free trade or due to other reasons. 

I believe the people of this province do have trust and 
faith in this government, because this government—not 
the federal government, not any other provincial govern- 
ment—is willing to deal with the real issue right now, and 
that is the recession in this province caused by the federal 
government and caused by other issues. Our government 
was the one that was willing to say, “Hey, when times are 
tough, when we are in the worst recession since the 1930s, 
we are not going to turn our backs on the people of this 
province, the people who put their faith and trust in us to 
look after them.” When it is their time of greatest need, we 
are trying to be there for them. We are trying to be there 
for them in different ways—the $700-million anti-reces- 
sion spending to get those people back to work in those 
areas most affected; the construction industry, which has 
been very hard hit by the recession—at the same time 
helping to deal with improving our infrastructure in the 
province. That is instilling confidence in the people of 
Ontario. 

I also want to talk about some of the other things that I 
believe this government has been doing to instil confi- 
dence in Ontario. I think the fact that we are continuing on 
our commitment through the wage protection fund, a very 
needy and worthwhile— 
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The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): I believe the 
honourable member knows what Mr Elston’s motion is. 
You are allowed to deviate to some degree. However, we 
have to come back to the subject matter at hand. 


Mr Sutherland: I would like to suggest that this is a 
motion of non-confidence with regard to the government. I 
am trying to explain why the people of this province 
should be able to retain confidence in this government, and 
I am doing that. 


The Acting Speaker: Within the context of the mo- 
tion, please. 


Mr Sutherland: The context of the motion is a non- 
confidence motion. 

As I was saying, the wage protection fund is something 
that is long overdue for those people in this province who 
have been thrown out of work and have not been given the 
wages duly owed to them. 

I think in terms of some of the other legislation we 
have seen come forward, such as Bill 17, changes to the 
support and custody legislation to ensure that those single 
spouses who are looking after the children get the support 
payments that are rightly theirs and duly owed to them, 
that is important and we know that many of those people 
are on some type of social assistance or on some type of 
other help and assistance. I think it is important that type 
of legislation is going through. 

I think that is what instils confidence in the people of 
Ontario in this government, the fact that we are willing to 
deal with the real issues in this province right now, to deal 
with the hard-hitting economic issues. 

There is no doubt we are in a difficult economic time, 
as I already stated, the worst recession since the 1930s. 
With free trade, high interest rates and the general restruc- 
turing going on in the economy, there are grave challenges 
ahead, and I think all members of this Legislature, no mat- 
ter what side, need to focus on that in terms of how On- 
tario is going to be able to deal with these issues in the 
future in terms of competition. That is going to take 
everyone’s support in terms of dealing with issues of skills 
development, in dealing with issues of research and devel- 
opment, because Ontario is competitive, but it needs to 
become more competitive, and we all agree with that. 

I want to say also that in terms of dealing with the 
issues of cynicism out there and people’s confidence, some 
of the fearmongering that I seem to be repeatedly hearing 
from certain members of the opposition, how this govern- 
ment is driving jobs away and driving people out of the 
province, concerns me. I think they are creating a very 
negative attitude out there, in the sense that I am afraid 
some people are going to start believing some of the things 
they are saying rather than the real story. 
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I think, through what this government has done within 
the first nine months of its mandate, the people of Ontario 
should have a great deal of confidence in the government. 
We have been listening to their concerns. We continue to 
consult. I think it was interesting, on the issue of consulta- 
tion, that when I was in the standing committee on finance 
and economic affairs the representative from the Canadian 


Federation of Independent Business was there and I be- 
lieve used the words “We’re being consulted to death” 
over issues. People are being consulted, and we are listen- 
ing to them and in many areas we are attempting to re- 
spond to those concerns, as the Minister of Labour 
indicated earlier today on the changes that were brought 
forward on Bill 70. | 

I want to just reiterate that the people out there, the 
electorate, get cynical when politicians do not want to deal 
with the issues that are affecting them right now. The most 
serious issue is the state of our economy, the fact that we 
have unemployment levels that we have not seen for sev- 
eral years, that we seem to be losing a great deal of our 
manufacturing jobs, our manufacturing base. We have to 
try to deal with that in terms of the jobs we are losing in 
the low-skilled areas and get us into some of the higher- 
skilled areas and the high value added areas. I think that is 
going to be a very difficult challenge for any government, 
but we all must work towards that area. I know this gov- 
ernment has a commitment to doing that. 

Let me just sum up by saying again that cynicism and 
lack of faith and trust are not caused by a government that 
is willing to be courageous in these difficult economic 
times and that is willing to take a risk and that is willing to 
listen to the people, all of the people of the province, rather 
than go on for weeks on end about an issue that people do 
not seem to be that concerned about, based on the informa- 
tion I am getting in to my office. I have full confidence in 
this government and I am very proud of the many things 
this government has been doing and of the great candour 
and frankness the Premier has been using in addressing the 
issues. 


| 
Mr Scott: There was a good deal of jocularity in the 
House yesterday when the reference was made to a col- 
umn that Dalton Camp had written in the newspaper in 
which he compared the NDP government to the Clampetts. 
The idea that our Premier, Oxford-educated, silk-stocking 
socialist that he is, belonging to all the best clubs, could be 
compared to Jed Clampett strikes one as odd. 


What was overlooked in that article was another com- 
ment made by Mr Camp. Members have to remember that 
Mr Camp has been fired by two Conservative administra: 
tions, the administration of Brian Mulroney and that of Mi 
Diefenbaker, so he has some credibility, even in the Lib- 
eral circles. But what he said, reviewing a series of facts 
not about the ministers so much as about the Premier oi! 
the province, to whom I am speaking, is that, for all his 
talents, he had no talent for public administration. That is < 
serious charge, and it is a charge which can be vindicatec 
perhaps in a number of ways. . 


I just want today to talk about the record the Premie! 
has made for himself on the subject of conflict of interest 
because I believe what is going to be called the Farnar 
affair is going to be perceived historically as a kind 0: 
watershed for this government. I have been through water: 
sheds and I recognize them better than some when they 
occur, having tried to swim up against them. This is ¢ 
watershed that will long be remembered and will have 
consequences. ! 
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The difficulty, of course, is that the Premier has made 
\is reputation in a public way out of conflicts of interest. I 
hink of three examples, which I will give you in turn: the 
xxample of Chaviva HoSek, against whom an allegation 
vas made that she had hired a developer in her depart- 
nent; the member for Oriole, against whom an allegation 
yas made—all this by the Premier, by the way—that her 
usband had improperly obtained a contract; and Joan 
mith, to whom I referred yesterday. 

In the Chaviva Hoek case and in the case of the mem- 
ver for Oriole, the Premier insisted, to the point of stop- 
jing the work of the Legislature, that those ministers 
esign on the basis of an allegation—not on the basis of a 
act but on the basis of an allegation—and that ministerial 
esponsibility and credibility in government required that 
o be done. The fact that Chaviva HoSek was later cleared 
f all wrongdoing by the public auditor of the province of 
Jntario, and the fact that a parliamentary committee, 
vhich had an opposition majority in those days between 
985 and 1987, subsequently cleared the member for Ori- 
le, did not bother the Premier one bit. 

When Joan Smith, a mother and grandmother, was 
sleep in her cottage at Grand Bend two summers ago and 
sot a call in the middle of the night—I think it was almost 
‘ am—from a girl who lived down the street who was 
lone because her parents were away and who said her 
mother had been arrested by the police and was being 
ssaulted in the police station down the road, Joan did not 
ay grandly, “I’m a minister of the crown and I don’t inter- 
rene in those matters.” She got up in the middle of the 
\ight. She got dressed. She went down there. She said, “I 
lon’t want to have anything to do with this except to see 
he boy, that he is all right.” She was shown the boy and 
he left. 

_ And what did the Premier say in so many words. He 
aid: “I want her head. I want her resignation right now.” 
\nd do you know what he did? He rang the bells in here 

or 18 days until he got it. 

_ Those are three women. 

Now, I want to begin by saying that I have no criticism 
if the position taken by the House leader in her statement 
he other day, no criticism of the position taken by the 
Ainister without Portfolio responsible for women’s issues. 
think, if you want my opinion, they both behaved with 
he greatest propriety in what they did here in the House 
ast Thursday: made the requisite decisions, spoke up 
rankly and firmly in the strongest parliamentary tradition 
ve have. I was proud to be associated with them. I would 


ay something else about the Solicitor General, whose - 


sehaviour I think has been frankly cowardly. But those 
wo women behaved with perfect propriety and I am 
ionoured, if they will permit it, to be a member of the 
ame House with them. 

My concerns are not about the ministers. My concern 
s about the Premier. As I said, he made his public reputa- 
ion over conflict of interest, and he took those three 
vomen, Chaviva, the member for Oriole and Joan, and 
nade them scapegoats, though two were demonstrated to 
’€ innocent and the other did nothing more significant than 
‘ither the House leader or the minister for women’s issues. 


Here is what he said, speaking of one minister, on 6 
May 1983, “The Treasurer should do the honourable thing; 
he should resign.... There are countless instances in our 
tradition where ministers have accepted personal responsi- 
bility. Even though it is a rough test,” the Premier said, “it 
is a test that all of us must inevitably live by.” 

Here is what he said on 2 July, 1986. “If the govern- 
ment is not willing to enforce the guidelines, it does not 
matter what they are, how comprehensive they are or how 
great they are. They could have been devised by Moses 
and brought down from the mountaintop, but if we do not 
have a Premier who is prepared to enforce the guidelines, 
they will not make any difference.” He said that, not only 
here but all across the province when he had the chance to 
attack the conduct of others. 
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Then he said on 4 December 1986, “Does the Premier 
not understand the problems he has created by not stating 
quite simply that it would be better in everybody’s inter- 
ests if the minister stepped aside from the cabinet until 
such time as” the matter in question was resolved. 

Here is what the Premier said about Joan Smith. “I 
don’t want any investigations,” the Premier said. Can you 
not hear him saying it, that little fellow standing up over 
here. “I don’t want any investigations when I am so close 
to office; I want her out. The critical question is the judge- 
ment of the Premier. If that isn’t improper, I must be living 
in a different province.” 

That is the campaign that this Premier created around 
himself in opposition and that he brought to government 6 
September 1990. I think the case can be made that his 
failure to maintain his standards may, in fact, be that from 
the beginning his standards were too high. 

I am not satisfied that the mere fact an allegation—an 
unsubstantiated allegation like Chaviva HoSek and Elinor 
Caplan—is made against a minister should require the 
minister to resign, but I think what happened is the Pre- 
mier had set for himself a standard so high, which I be- 
lieve he intended to apply, that when he came to the 
premiership, to the job where he showed, as Dalton Camp 
says, no talent for public administration and found that his 
standard could not be applied, he was without a standard. 
He waffled and moved from decision to decision until 
today the Chief Justice of Ontario is summoned to the 
NDP caucus: “Tell us about this thing. Can we not get it all 
right? We seem to be screwing up in a major way.” 

What we are talking about here, in the three cases that 
have been identified, is not a question simply of the 
Premier’s guideline. The rule that a minister of the crown 
shall not interfere directly or indirectly with a judicial tri- 
bunal is not simply a guideline. That is a rule that is as old 
as parliament and as old as responsible government. It is 
important to understand, because people laugh at the rule. 
Judy Rebick laughs at the rule. Michele Landsberg laughs 
at the rule. They do not understand what that rule is for. 

It finds a slight extension in the rules of our own House 
in written form. We have a rule the Attorney General relies 
on—more often than I would have considered appropri- 
ate—that we should not comment on a pending case. Why 
do we have that rule? We have that rule as a caution to 
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members of the House that they will not seek by a com- 
ment here to influence the conduct of independent judges. 
Of course, that is the rule we are talking about here. It is a 
parliamentary rule as old as responsible government and as 
old as an independent judiciary. The fact that it is incorpo- 
rated in a guideline is beside the point. It exists without the 
guideline. 

The problem, unhappily, is that the Premier of this 
province, when all is said and done, does not really under- 
stand that rule. The rule is not designed to impose a restric- 
tion on a minister. It is designed to protect judges, who 
have independent responsibilities, from pressure, whether 
the pressure is well intentioned or. badly intentioned, 
whether the pressure is successful*in achieving its objec- 
tive or unsuccessful. It is a rule designed not for the advan- 
tage or benefit of ministers, but for the advantage and 
benefit of judges. 

I say to the members of the House, and I think most of 
them accept, that we cannot maintain our system, which 
depends on executive and legislative responsibility on the 
one hand and an independent judiciary and tribunal system 
on the other, if we mock and do not honour that rule in its 
entirety. 


What the Premier has done is he has recited the rule in 


the guidelines. He has, in substance, deprived it of any - 


significant effect in the three particular cases to which I 
refer. As I say, the ministers have behaved entirely prop- 
erly, with one exception, but the Premier has not re- 
sponded to the nature of the issue he has to address. 


One could say, “Well, that is interesting enough.” But 
he has gone further. He has tried to obscure the issue. 
When we ask him, as we have tried to do, about his stan- 
dards, he immediately starts saying how terrible the events 
around the medical case in the college were. We under- 
stand that and we agree with him, but that is not a response 
to the problem. The reality is that if he is prepared to 
permit intervention with the judiciary of the type that has 
occurred in these three cases, in good causes, in good 
cases, he will have to permit it in bad cases as well. 


I can imagine the excitement and concern that govern- 
ment members would have if a group representing doctors, 
for example, had tried to put pressure by writing letters to 
the discipline committee of the college of physicians and 
surgeons. But surely if that'is not permissible—and I be- 
lieve it is not under our independent judicial rules—we 
cannot permit people to put pressure who speak for what 
we regard as a good or appropriate cause. The place those 


causes are advanced appropriately is in the Legislature and © 


in the executive. They cannot be advanced by politicians 
bringing them to the attention of the tribunals. 


I connect what is happening here with another phe- 
nomenon about which I am very concerned. My concern 
may not be shared by everybody. I do not hesitate to refer 
to it in the presence of the member for Victoria-Haliburton. 
There is a developing sense, particularly in a party that has 
never been in government before, that the law is simply an 
institution to be applied and enforced where you approve 
of it. The reality is that that proposition does not stand any 
legitimate scrutiny. 


I understand those advocates of civil disobedience who 
feel in isolated incidents that civil disobedience may be 
required. But you know, it was for me a shocking thing 
when a member running for the Legislature of Ontario and 
the man who was going to become Premier of the province 
went out to break the law. I know they did not like the law 
and I understand their view. They were better placed than 
almost anybody in the community to effect a change in the 
law. But they decided they would break it. Because they 
judged their cause to be right, and maybe it was right, they 
thought they had done a good thing. The Premier himself, 
in so many words, has said so in defence of the member 
for Victoria-Haliburton. That is not a way to order, because 
if good men and women may break the law, it follows that 
people who exhibit intentions that members may not ap- 
prove of may also break the law. 

I am very troubled also in one other respect that we 
have seen in the last few days about the reaction to the. 
statements made by the House leader and the minister for 
women’s issues, of which I totally approve. I am told—I_. 
cannot believe it is true—that one of those ministers went 
to North Bay within a day or two of that occasion and | 
heralded her performance, that she had said what she 
wanted to say and it had not cost her her job. 

I was shocked to read in the paper where Judy Rebick, | 
well connected with the government party and a candidate | 
for the party in the last election, announced publicly to the 
press that what we needed was not less interference with 
judges but more interference with judges, that what the | 
minister for women’s issues had said was not only right 
but that it was right to say it. The minister had confessed 
here it was wrong to say it, but the government’s followers | 
out there are getting the wrong message from what it is 
doing. 
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Here we have today a column from Michele 
Landsberg. I like and admire Michele Landsberg and had 
the honour to appoint her as one of the first members of 
the provincial judges’ appointment committee. But here | 
she says, “Ministers’ Actions Show ‘Right Stuff.’” What 
she is saying is, whether a law of Parliament was broken - 
or not in interfering with the judges, that is the right stuff 
and we need more of it. 

I think adopting this course is, over the long run, a very 
dangerous matter. The difficulty is that the Premier has not | 
accepted responsibility for what has occurred. He not only | 
denies that ministerial responsibility applies in at least one. 
of the cases; he has not seen the matter as one for the 
responsibility of the government. 

I simply say to the House right now, why are we where 
we are in this deplorable state of affairs? I believe we are 
where we are because the Premier of the day set a course 
for himself over the last five years that was extravagant, 
wrong and unjust. He came to office determined to imple- | 
ment a system of conflict that would reflect his standards. | 
He found very quickly that he could not, and the moment — 
he found it was the Solicitor General’s case. 

I believe that in his heart of hearts the Premier of the | 
province knew what virtually every editorial writer and 
parliamentarian in the country knew: that the Solicitor 
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general, in the circumstances, good man that he may be, 
iad to go, on the doctrine of ministerial responsibility. The 
’remier said, “He had no personal responsibility.” Of 
ourse he did not. You would not need a doctrine of minis- 
erial responsibility if you had to show personal responsi- 
ility. So I think at that moment the Premier knew he 
ould not work his system in a context where he had lost 
wo ministers. 

Some members may remember that in the question pe- 
iod that day we said to the Premier: “This is the turning 
int. This is the watershed. If you can’t make your stan- 
ards, difficult as they are, stick at this moment, you are on 
slide from which you will never recover.” The debate 
vill be over tonight, but let me tell members that the slide 
vill continue over the next four years. There will be fur- 
ner incidents. There always are. There is not a single gov- 
mment in the history of mankind that is capable of 
etting through a five-year term without having ministers 
vho make serious mistakes. 

What has happened is that the treatment the Premier 
as given to these three cases has effectively destroyed his 
apacity to act in the future. What is the case that will 
ttract a resignation if it is not one of these? Can members 
magine a case of interference with the judiciary that is 
1ore pronounced than these? Of course they cannot. 

Where are we now? Here is where we are. We are 
ebating a motion. The motion is going to be defeated, 
ecause the government benches are full of people loyal to 
ye Premier, anxious to give him another chance; some 
iinisters who are delighted at the turn of events that have 
anspired here, their jobs now having become totally se- 
ure; and a lot of would-be ministers who recognize that in 
ght of the precedents that have been set it is going to be 
arder to get in there, because fewer are resigning, but 
asier to stay longer because there is no account for being 
qrown out. So what will happen? The debate will be 
losed and the resolution will be rejected. That is the first 
ling that will happen. 

The second thing that will happen is that the rule of 
itervention in judicial tribunals is, for practical purposes, 
dead letter. We must face that reality. It is almost incon- 
eivable to imagine that it could now be enforced in an 
ffective way in light of what has happened. I believe it is 
serious failure of public and legislative administration of 
qe very type that Dalton Camp referred to. It may not be 
S serious for those of us who are unemployed as the lack 
f work; it may not be as serious for those of us who are 
n welfare as the failures of the welfare system; but in 
rms of our body politic, its traditions and public respect 
yr it, it is as fatal a public administration flaw as can be 
nagined. So the rule, at least in so far as judicial proceed- 
ags is concerned, is probably a dead letter for this Parlia- 
jent. It will lie for the next Premier, whoever he may be 
is from whatever party, to respond by creating a new 
ne. 

I just want to make one other observation. No doubt 
ae Premier, if he were here, would say I was vengeful, but 
cannot help thinking of Joan Smith and Chaviva HoSek 
nd the member for Oriole when we debate this issue, 
ecause none of them did anything wrong and they were 


hounded from office by stopping this House from working 
for days and days in an era when the bells could ring 
indefinitely. I can tolerate that—that is the parliamentary 
system; not at its best, perhaps at its worst—but what I 
find most offensive is when this Premier, a man I admire 
in many ways, goes around the province doing two things: 
announcing his new standards and criticizing my leader, 
David Peterson, for having no standards. 


Mr Mammoliti: That is easy to do. 


Mr Scott: It was easy to do. The honourable member 
is right. It was easy to do when it was done, but let me ask 
my colleagues in the House: Who is it who has standards 
when one of the premiers puts those who breaks the rules 
out of his cabinet, and the other puts those who break the 
rules in places where they cannot be touched? I think the 
former person has standards and I think what we now 
know—we did not know it in September and we did not 
know it two years ago, because we just had a talk from the 
Premier of Ontario—is that in fact he has not got the deter- 
mination on these matters to take the tough decisions that 
David Peterson, unhappily and bitterly from time to time, 
and under great stress, in fact took, day by day over six 
years, at the urging of the Leader of the Opposition. I think 
that is what Dalton Camp means when he says that the 
Premier of Ontario, for all his many attractive qualities, has 
no talent whatever for public or executive administration. 

I just want to add one other thing, if I may. The unique 
feature of this Parliament is that come to government for 
the first time is a party that has never been in government 
in the province. In many ways it is more of a movement, 
as it itself is proud to say from time to time, than a party. It 
seems to me that has created a difficulty for it and for the 
Premier, because we get so tightly allied with the causes 
for which we want to advocate—and many of the NDP 
members come to politics from advocacy positions—that 
we believe it is possible to do anything, even break the law 
and the rules, to advance those advocacy positions. That is 
what Judy Rebick meant when she said what she said the 
other day. That is wrong. I believe that a mature NDP 
government will come to a different view about those is- 
sues. I believe that the government, for example, of Allan 
Blakeney in Saskatchewan, which was a mature NDP gov- 
ernment in the sense that there had been others before it, 
benefited from that experience. 

But my friends there are going to have to take their 
party, their movement, through this hegira to maturity. 
Government is not a receptacle for advocacy. It is not a 
place to ride hobby-horses. It is not a place to listen to 
some but not others. It is not a place to have preconceived 
notions about who should benefit from legislation and who » 
should not. The members there will have to take their party 
through the various stages so it can become a mature party, 
comfortable with the act of governance, as I do not be- 
lieve, in good conscience, it is now. 
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One of the first steps they are going to have to take on 
that road, it seems to me—and others have trod the road 
before them, so it is well travelled—is to recognize that the 
parliamentary rules must be applied and the consequences 


2070 


attached to them must be applied. To say that the rule will 
not be applied is, as the Premier said in 1986, to say that in 
substance there is no rule at all. 

So I say to the Premier—who perhaps is watching on 
his TV set or may see it tonight—that in a strange way this 
is a kind of watershed for his party. I am concerned be- 
cause I know the man and I believe him to be a good and 
honourable man, but I think the Solicitor General’s case 
was a point at which a different turn in the road could have 
been made and, if it had been, the rest of his governmental 
experience, in terms of conflict of interest, would not nec- 
essarily have been easier, but would have been closer to 
right than the course of conduct to which we are now 
committed which makes the rule respecting judicial insti- 
tutions almost a dead letter. 

I say to the Premier, who will know what I mean, that 
yesterday when I asked him about Joan Smith, I did it not 
because I could not think of a third part for the question, 
but just to see if for a moment he could say, “Yes, I under- 
stand what you mean, Mr Scott, and I’ve been in govern- 
ment now a while and things are a little different than I 
thought they were, and maybe I cannot apply the standards 
I sought to impose on others.” But, defensive, he shied 
away and that moment of potential candour, one of which 
we had had from the Leader of the Opposition only as 
recently as the last sitting day before, entirely escaped the 
Premier of the province. It was, for me, a very sad moment. 

But he will know that it was a great French writer who 
said that the measure of one’s quality as a public person is 
the gap between what you do and what you say, and there 
is no other standard that amounts to anything. I hope the 
Premier and the party that supports him with great devo- 
tion and determination, which I understand, will bear that 
in mind. We are at a watershed in the history of this gov- 
ernment and of our province. 


Mr Stockwell: When this first appeared on the order 
paper and I read it, I was reminded of the last few days of 
the campaign—walking around my riding, knocking on 
doors, and I had somehow gotten hold of An Agenda for 
People. I was flipping through it one night before going 
out knocking on doors again, because some people had 
some questions about the policies and initiatives of the 
Conservative Party and the Liberals and this new docu- 
ment that they had seen or heard about or read, called the 
Agenda for People. At that time, I thought the Agenda for 
People was somewhat misleading, deceitful and, in fact, 
impossible— 

Mr Drainville: Oh, Chris. 


Mr Stockwell: That is what I thought at the time. I 
thought it would be impossible to implement, and I think I 
have been proven correct, because I do not really believe 
you can find anything in the Agenda for People that has, in 
fact, been implemented to its truest form. 

When the question was put to the Premier or the Trea- 
surer at that time, their response often circulated around 
recession and deficits and the horrendous fiscal position 
the Liberals had left for them and, although I do not think 
even in the greatest of times they could have been imple- 
mented, I suppose at that time it could be taken as a sane 
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and rational approach. The argument was always put up, 
“You didn’t fulfil your promises and you didn’t keep your 
word.” — | 

I was reminded also during those days in the Hous 
about 5 or 6 July when the then Premier, Mr Peterson 


‘called the election. I was at the cottage and I was watchin 


it on TV. I was astounded that the leader of the New Dem- 
ocratic Party came into the press conference and called the 
then Premier a liar for not fulfilling his campaign promises 
which was, in my opinion, a rather tough statement to 
make. But again, it was a statement that really stuck with 
the then Premier and it was tough for him to shake, be- 
cause this government today had put itself in a position 
different from any government in the past. It had said: “We 
are pure, we are righteous, we are sanctimonious. We will 
do things differently and have an open and accessible gov- 
ernment and we won’t backtrack, we won’t speak out of 
both sides of our mouth.” | 

Those two things came to mind that day when the now 
Premier, then Leader of the Opposition, called the then 
Premier a liar. About three or four days before the election 
I got myself a copy of the Agenda for People and was 


_ overwhelmed with the document and how there was not 


any prayer, in my thoughts, that it could be implemented. 
But again, the Premier has backed away from those and ] 
think he has done it very technically well, tactfully well. 

I do not think there was a big problem in the public 
pre-budget about the Agenda for People and how they 
could implement it. The danger we have here today, the 
problem with the conflict-of-interest guidelines, the diffi- 
culty the Premier has with this issue is this: It is immune 
from the recession; it is immune from any extraneous 
forces; it is immune from any outside influence. The deci- 
sion and the positioning of the Premier can be documentec 
very clearly, openly and honestly. A few of the past speak: 
ers have quoted some of the words, and I sometimes think 
in the House to hear some more words, that we can stuf 
down the Premier’s throat. That is really what it comes 
down to because he did say them. He made these state: 
ments and you just take them and you ram them down his 
throat, because they are so contrary to what the Premier is 
saying today. 

The statements begin in 1983 when the budget turnec 
up in a garbage bag outside a printing plant. “Rae was 
unequivocal in demanding Treasurer Frank Miller’s head, 
If sometimes these doctrines of ministerial responsibilities 
mete out a justice that seems a little tough in the circum: 
stances, that’s the way it has to be.” A noble man like the 
Premier was very clear on how he would have handled thai 
incident. 

I say to my friends across the floor, there was no per: 
sonal gain for Mr Miller, none whatsoever. All that hap’ 
pened in that particular issue was personal loss for the 
Treasurer. There was no benefit in him leaking the budget 
just loss. Yet the Premier was very clear on how he woulc 
handle that issue. 

In 1989 the Premier demanded Solicitor General Joar 
Smith also be fired for intervening with the Ontario Pro’ 
vincial Police on behalf of a family friend. “We shouldn’ 
have a buddy system or a new Family Compact in Ontario: 
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Ars Smith made a very serious mistake. She should re- 
ign.” There again was no benefit there, none whatsoever. 

When the Premier became Premier his guidelines 
hanged dramatically. If the Premier is truthful and upfr- 
mt, he owes Joan Smith and Frank Miller an apology, a 
rery Sincere and heartfelt apology. He also owes Mr Peter- 
on an apology because there was no question about the 
vay he attacked those people when they were in the exact 
ame predicament. It was a vicious, vindictive attack. 
There was no room for negotiation. There was no room for 
Let’s be fair.” Do you like that one? He is always using 
hat, “Let’s be fair.” When was the Premier fair when he 
vas on this side of the House? When Joan Smith had to 
0, was he fair then? I think not. I do not think he was 
ven remotely fair. 

Now we are faced with a series of ministers who have 
aade some mistakes. The question is, did they benefit 
rom those mistakes? Of course they did not benefit from 
hose mistakes. I doubt very much in the next little while 
aembers are going to find too many ministers who are 
ing to have a conflict of interest where they benefited. It 
3 very rare where that happens. Occasionally it does, but it 
3 very rare. The last few have not benefited, before the 
‘remier’s government. The question is, who determines 
yhether the minister benefits? Who makes that decision 
yhether you can impede or get involved in the judicial 
ystem? Who makes that determination? The Premier 
qakes it, and if you happen to be advocating a position or 
policy he agrees with, you are off the hook. 

650 

_ My friends, that is a very difficult, dangerous approach 
) use to conflict of interest, because this government is 
oing to find itself in a very awkward position one day 
yhen one member is going to intervene and some other 
1embers are not going to like the issue. Then some mem- 
ers are going to say, “Dump him or her,” and the others 
te going to say, “No, you should keep them.” Why is 
qat? Because this government does not have conflict-of- 
aterest guidelines that are not debatable. When I say “de- 
atable” I mean if you or your staff write a letter to the 
idiciary Or you intervene in a quasi-judicial board, you 
ust go. The Premier said you must go before he got to 
lat side of the House. 

The two ministers of the other day—and I applaud 
1em for their actions. I really do not know either one very 
vell at all, but they appear to be very hardworking, dili- 
ent ministers of this province. But when we end up debat- 
1g this, the member for—I forget the riding—Oxford 
ands up and talks about the budget, for goodness’ sake. 
he member for Oxford talks about this government not 
Imning its back on the people of this province. This gov- 
mment has totally, completely missed the issue and sug- 
ests why the people on this side of the House are so 
pset. Why are they so upset about this government’s posi- 
n on this issue? I will tell members why we are upset, or 
t least why I am upset, because in the past this govern- 
vent had a very clear understanding of how it would han- 
€ issues such as this. It made no bones about the fact that 
feople should go when issues arose like this. It was very 
lear in telling the Premier of the day, “We cannot stand 


for that, that minister should be out.” The very first oppor- 
tunity this government has to prove its mettle, to prove that 
it is different, it changes the guidelines; unbelievable, ab- 
solutely unbelievable. 

In a way I can see some of the members who were not 
here before laughing, because I can understand they really 
do not understand what is taking place today. But the cabi- 
net ministers who are sitting here today must feel abso- 
lutely silly. The Attorney General and the Minister of 
Agriculture must feel like complete imbeciles. They must 
feel everything they stood for on this side of the House has 
completely washed away. They must think everything they 
stood for and spoke about is gone. Do members not see the 
hypocrisy in it all? Do they not see the double standard? 
Anybody could see the double standard. Put the black and 
white before your eyes and read it. Anyone would see the 
double standard. 


Hon Mr Hampton: Why do you not talk about 
Mashat for a while? 


Mr Stockwell: The Attorney General says, “Let’s talk 
about Mashat.” If I were in the federal House, I may well 
be talking about it, but I am not. The question is about the 
ministers in this House and their attitudes to conflict of 
interest. If the Attorney General feels comfortable with the 
decisions the Premier has made, then I feel very sorry for 
the Attorney General because when he was sitting on this 
side of the House, everything he said was not worth a 
pinch of that stuff they find in the woods. 


Interjections. 


Mr Stockwell: I get somewhat upset with the com- 
ments made by the members opposite. They suggest this is 
different. They suggest their government is different. The 
problem is their government is not any different at all. I 
believe they have written conflict-of-interest guidelines 
that are very harsh and very difficult to follow, they are 
nearly impossible to follow. But the humour in this is the 
only minister who did not break the conflict-of-interest 
guidelines written by this government’s head honcho Pre- 
mier is the only one who got kicked out. The member for 
Welland-Thorold did not break a single conflict-of-interest 
guideline and he got dashed, and now everyone else who 
has broken them is still there. The member for Welland- 
Thorold must be scratching his head. It is very question- 
able interpretation their Premier has when he has half a 
dozen who break the guidelines and stay, and one person 
who does not goes. 

Does that not make them stop and think how believ- 
able and how credible these guidelines are and how believ- 
able and credible their Premier’s interpretation of these 
guidelines is? For their own sakes, for goodness’ sake, for 
those who may end up in cabinet one day and for the 
couple or three here who are in cabinet, it is within their 
best interests to ensure that the Premier writes very clear 
and interpretable conflict-of-interest guidelines, because if 
he does not, they are going to have a never-ending saga of 
public fights and public displays about whether a minister 
broke a conflict-of-interest guideline. 

This open and accessible government; this government 
headed by the man who accused the then Premier of being 
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a liar; this government that wrote the Agenda for People 
and promised to implement it; this government whose Pre- 
mier said today people are sick of politicians who speak 
out of both sides of their mouths, it had better buy some 
mirrors. It is going to have to start looking at itself because 
that is exactly what it is becoming. It is the sad erosion of a 
socialist government which is by far the worst in the previ- 
ous three or four administrations when it comes to con- 
flict-of-interest guidelines they are breaking and ministers 
who should be dashed. 

They are the worst. They must have eight ministers in 
the last nine months. It is a shame their Premier stands up 
and suggests the people are tired of politicians who speak 
out of both sides of their mouths. If the Premier is watch- 
ing, please read Hansard when he dealt with Joan Smith; 
read Hansard when he talked about Chaviva HoSek; read 
Hansard when he talked about Ken Keyes; read Hansard 
when he talked about Frank Miller, because we are not 
trying to be as fair as he was. That is his complaint. He 
was never fair, he was vicious and vengeful and I think 
today is a kind of reverse justice and he deserves every- 
thing he gets. 


Ms Harrington: Today I believe we all agree we are 
discussing a very important and timely subject, the stan- 
dards of conduct in government and also the confidence of 
the people of Ontario in this government. 

When I read the printed motion of the member for 
Bruce, I note it says “standards of conduct” and that the 
word “traditional” is juxtaposed to those words. I believe it 
is clear the people of this province do not want politicians 
in the traditional sense at all. 

We all know the word “politician” has now, and has 
had for some time, a negative connotation. The public is 
saying, “Things must change,” and very clearly this mes- 
sage was given last September. Traditional politicians are 
no longer wanted, very clearly. 

I remember on the campaign trail last summer, on pub- 
lic debates, saying, “No, I will not be and I am not a 
traditional politician.” What are wanted by the people of 
this province, I would hope, are real people who are not 
insulated from the real world by limousines, liquid lunches 
or luxury. 

At the heart of why the public is unhappy is a concept 
of power. This is a very difficult concept. In the course of 
human history, much grief and good has been caused by 
this. First of all, when trying to come to grips with this 
concept of power, one can become too accustomed to it 
and that will lead to abuse. I believe one must respect the 
power one has earned by coming to this place, and that a 
very key part of respecting that power is to keep in touch 
with those people, those issues, those reasons and that 
drive that made one run for this office. We cannot come 
here and abandon those people who inspired us to come 
here, those reasons we are here, whether it be environmen- 
tal groups or single parents. 
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About a year ago I took a young woman with five 


children down to the police station so she could try to lay a 
complaint against the police. I could not believe the state 


of this woman’s life. She had been so intimidated and 
humiliated all her life that being able to speak out was 
almost beyond comprehension. 

I will listen to those types of people, not just the rest o 
the people in my riding who know how to get things done 
and who with a phone call have access to me or to city 
hall. I also want to listen to, represent and speak out ‘< 
those other people. 

We are talking about the use and abuse of power here. ] 
am certainly not a lawyer, but I am speaking from my own 
personal perspective. I believe people can understand that 
line between use and abuse of power. Use is to help others} 
abuse is to help oneself. 

Things are changing. That cannot be denied. First of 
all, the old boys’ club is in retreat. It is now acceptable in 
this House to show emotion, cry and believe in what we 
are doing. Politics is not a game of saving face or one-up- 
manship. It is now acceptable to change one’s mind and to 
be a human being. There is an openness. It is very difficult 
to make these transitions. I think we understand that. 

Power, I hope, is now trying to be shared or given 
away, not concentrated in one place such as this. This is 
called an empowerment of people—examples we talk 
about all the time are women, natives, disabled people—to 
participate in the life of this province. I submit to the mem- 
bers that this is a victory for democracy. It is very difficult, 
it is very slow, but we are trying. ) 

We are also here discussing this government and 
whether it has the confidence of the people of Ontario. l 
submit that the people of this province have given confi- 
dence to this government. Why? Because it is so patently 
obvious that this government is different. The most power- 
ful force in the world is inertia, to continue in the way 
things have always been done. It is very difficult to 
change, but we are trying. 

Second, the reason people have given their confidence 
to this government is that we have moved forward on our 
agenda to try to improve things for the people of this prov- 
ince. In many areas there have been significant changes. 
About six weeks ago or so I remember thinking to myself. 
what have we done? Have we gotten somewhere? It was a 
very difficult time with the bells ringing here, and il 
seemed our afternoons were just disappearing on us and 
nothing was accomplished. Now, just in the last week o1 
so, looking at the past year I think there have been signifi- 
cant differences not just in legislation, but in feeling and in 
the reality of life for people in this province, in the place of 
women in our society, in the place of the rights of tenants 
and in respect for the environment. All of these changes 
are very difficult and yet I believe they are substantial. 

I submit to the House that a politician’s job is not tc 
preserve the status quo, but to have a vision and the cour: 
age to somehow struggle with openness and integrity tc 
move towards this vision. ) 


The Acting Speaker: The official opposition has re- 
quested to save the remaining time for wrapup. We wil 
now go to the Progressive Conservative Party. 


Mr Cousens: I would like to start by questioning the 
source of the confidence motion. As it is coming from the 
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iberal Party in Ontario, one would think that before put- 
ing such a motion, the party would have the cleanest re- 
ord possible. They would not have a moment to say, as 
hey do in this motion, “a total disregard for the standards 
f conduct traditionally adhered to by cabinet ministers.” 

The fact of the matter is that when the Liberals started 
iff, it was assumed they were just as clean as could be. It 
vould seem that the people in Ontario have forgotten 
bout the Hall of Shame. The Hall of Shame describes 
vhat went on for the longest time with the Peterson gov- 
mment, and because it had a honeymoon for such a long 
eriod of time, everybody just said: “Don’t worry about it. 
Yavid Peterson is doing so well we don’t have a thing 
hat’s going to happen. We’re secure. I can go and call an 
lection when I want even if I don’t need to because we’re 
nvincible.” 


_ Now the Liberals come along with the same kind of 
aotion that tells the world they are talking out of both 
ides of their mouths. For once I agreed with the Premier 
oday when he said to the member for Bruce, “You’re just 
alking out of both sides of your mouth.” How can the 
iberals come into the House and tell us, “They’re acting 
vith great disregard to standards,” when you go through 
‘? One of the reasons the Leader of the Opposition stood 
'p the other day in the House in defence of the member for 
scarborough West and the member for Sudbury East had 
9 do with the way the then Premier dealt with the Chris- 
ine Hart situation. 

__ Was that the way he wanted to see it happening? Were 
he Liberals seeing the kind of leadership from our Premier 
nat we saw from Mr Peterson then? How straight was he? 
fow hard was he? How good was he? I think it showed a 
ense that was really lacking. Maybe he was looking for a 
ittle bit of that kind. But look at Christine Hart and at 
zordon Ashworth, executive director of the Office of the 
’remier, who resigned his position on 22 June after it was 
zarned he had accepted a free refrigerator and a house 
vainting job from a Tridel-related company, reportedly ar- 
anged by that hyperactive Liberal bag lady Patti Starr. 


‘Interjection. 


Mr Cousens: Okay, but there is another one. 


Then we have the whole situation around Patti Starr. 
the Liberals stonewalled that one for so long, as if it was 
ot even there. I tell members that last 6 September the 
seople of Ontario suddenly woke up and said, “Our 
ummer’s being wrecked by this guy that says everything 
3 perfect,” and all he had to do was remember Patti Starr 
vas there in the background. I have a memory of Patti 
itarr every day when I go into the fridge because we have 

little magnetic sign on our fridge that says, “This refrig- 
Tator was not provided by Patti Starr.” 


_ I often think of the Liberals. We can go down through 
ae list: Joan Smith, Raj Anand, Ken Keyes and René Fon- 
ine and the whole story around him. There is something 
e could talk about in this House. We spent a lot of time 


alking about it. 


Mr Scott: What did you do with your Patti Starr 
ontribution? 


| 


| 
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Mr Cousens: Control that honourable member for St 
George-St David. I think it is feeding time for him. 

The husband of the then Minister of Health was in- 
volved with things and everybody said, “Oh, don’t touch 
that one.” Well, we touched it and she had to resign. It was 
not a voluntary resignation; it was something we in oppo- 
sition forced on them and it happened; the same thing with 
Joan Smith and those others. 


Mr Scott: She was found innocent. 


Mr Cousens: Innocent—the kind of judgement the 
Liberals are making on everybody else should start at 
home. When they think of what they are themselves, then 
maybe they can cast a few more stones. Those in glass 
houses should not throw stones, let he who is without sin, 
and so on; but there we go. I just thought I would have a 


moment to think about the Liberals. 


Mr Scott: I guess we’d rather have you here than in 
the pulpit. 
1710 


Mr Cousens: I am glad to be here in order to at least 
challenge the Liberals to remember their past. When they 
bring forward a motion like this, let the people of Ontario 
not forget that the Liberal Party, under David Peterson, 
was not perfect and that it would put on the same kinds of 
pretences the Premier’s group is putting on right now. 
Something seems to happen when they take power. When 
they come along and put on the mantle and cloak they 
think they are something special. 

These guys did it wrong. They did it badly. The people 
of Ontario spoke on 6 September, loud and clear. I have 
been there when they spoke to the Conservatives in On- 
tario too and I know what it is like. None the less, there 
were different circumstances. It did not have to do with the 
integrity of government and it did with the Liberals. One 
of the outstanding underlying issues had to do with integ- 
rity of government. The way they dealt with issues had to 
do with calling the election when they did. 

Let’s just look at these guys across the way here. I 
would not want to spend all my time on just these people 
who have created a little history of their own for Ontario. 
We have a rogue’s gallery here at Queen’s Park. We have 
one member who does not turn up too much any more and 
two ministers who went down to Hamilton and opened up 
the whole situation about a cabinet decision ahead of time. 
It was luck of the draw that it happened just before Christ- 
mas. If it had happened at any other time in the sitting of 
this House, there would have been such an ongoing protest 
and outcry from everyone, not only on this side of the 
House. Christmas spirit came in and there were enough 
people who said, “We’re going to be rising; we’ll get out 
of here.” The Minister of Transportation and the Minister 
of Colleges and Universities would be history in cabinet 
right now on the basis of what they did with regard to the 
releasing of secret information from cabinet and the way 
they dealt with people in the Hamilton area. 

Then we go and look at some of the other ministers. 
There are situations with the Minister of Citizenship; a 
situation with the Minister of Community and Social Ser- 
vices; the Minister of Consumer and Commercial Relations 
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is fired; and the Minister of Health resigns. This outcry 
regarding the Solicitor General, which is the basis for the 
motion the Liberals have presented, really has people 
thinking about his poor answers, the ability of a govern- 
ment to just stand up and say, “Now that we’re in power 
we don’t really have to deal with the issues.” 

And now we have the other situation with regard to the 
two women ministers who offered their resignations last 
week, the way the Premier has set aside dealing with why 
he did not accept their resignations and how members op- 
posite have not been able to differentiate, that the two 
ministers did something that may have been right but that 
by doing it as cabinet ministers they were really forgetting 
about these guidelines that had been defined and deline- 
ated by the Premier. 

The Premier set himself up by saying, “We will have 
the most rigid, the very best guidelines you have ever 
seen.” It was assumed he was going to enforce them. He 
was going to do it so well that there would-be no chance of 
corruption or erosion of values by the New Democratic 
government in the province. When he said that, people 
wanted to believe it. Yet what we have seen in the very 
short period, since this government has taken office, is an 
erosion of those values and just a setting aside of those 
very important terms of reference. | 


Mr Turnbull: They’re called Spandex guidelines. 


Mr Cousens: Yes, we are talking about those Spandex 
guidelines.-It is situational ethics, as the member for 
Nipissing, the leader of our party, has described it, where 
they are able to do what they want, when they want and 
how they want without really any regard to the accuracy of 
their dealing with the issues at hand. 

In our country and in our province there is increasing 
disenchantment with the political system. My public and 
the government’s public, the public we serve, has less and 
less regard for politicians and for the way in which we not 
only deal with values, but with situations. People are look- 
ing for people of high standing to take office and then 
fulfil the terms of that office in an honourable way. 

Since this government has taken office, it has been able 
to cast aside the promises it made. Why did the motion not 
deal with the broken promises of this government, because 
the public of Ontario has no way of getting at the New 
Democratic government for another three or four years, 
depending on when it wants to call an election. They are 
not going to miss being here for every vote that counts. We 
have no way to force this government to backtrack and go 
to its promises rather than change the tune every day ac- 
cording to what it wants to do. The people of Ontario made 
a dreadful mistake on 6 September. They elected a New 
Democratic government, and though we are stuck with it, 
we are going to keep fighting and trying to teach a few 
lessons on how to be honourable and do a good job. 


The Acting Speaker: This terminates the time alloca- 
tion for the Progressive Conservative Party. The honour- 
able member for Cochrane North. 


Mr Bisson: South. 
The Acting Speaker: Cochrane South. Sorry. 
Mr Bisson: I am South. He is North. 


It is I guess with a certain amount of reservation that 
we find ourselves in the position of having to debate this 
motion, although I do understand it. 

I would like to touch on something the member e 
Markham said and also my colleague the member for Ni- 
agara Falls touched on, and that is the whole question of 
cynicism on the part of the voters out there. I think, justifi- 
ably so to a certain extent, the voters of this province and 
the voters of this country and probably most of the free 
world are fairly disgusted, for good reason, in regard to 
how they perceive their politicians. | 

Interjections. | 

Mr Bisson: Excuse me one second. I listened to their 
debate. They should listen to mine. That is the Ades here, 
okay? 


Interjections. | 

Mr Bisson: There we go, Mr Speaker. It proves the 
point. 

The point is that people out there are cynical of their 
politicians, I think for good reason. We have the conve- 
nience of having these procedures televised. Every person 
in this province is able to tune in and to watch what we as 
politicians, who are representatives of the people, are able 
to do, and what they tune into sometimes, quite frankly, is is 
fairly revolting. 

Nobody in this House on any side of the House can be 
claiming that we are perfect when it comes to the way we 
conduct ourselves in this House. It is very difficult at 
times. You sit here as government members, as the Liber- 
als understood five years before, and the Tories for some 
40 years. You put your best step forward in order to be 
able to serve the people of the province in the best way 
you see fit, and see at times people criticizing, sometimes 
for pure political gain, and nobody has a monopoly, ne 
party has a monopoly when it comes to being clean on that 
issue. 

I think what the people of Ontario are saying to us, and 
I think what the people in Canada are saying generally, is 
that we have to change our attitude somewhat as politi- 
cians. We have to be respectful of the voter out there and 
we have to respect that the voter is infinitely more wise 
than sometimes we give him credit for. 


The due process of our democracy is that we go back 
every four or five years and we go to the people and we 
ask them for a mandate. The people give us a mandate 
based on the thing we talk about, not only during an elec- 
tion but the things we believed in as a party for years 
within this province or within the country, for that matter. 
Then they expect our politicians to come into this House 
over the next four years and to try to deliver on some os 
those promises. 

I think most parties and most voters would understall 
that no government, no matter how well intended, could 
move on every piece of legislation that it would want to be 
able to do. I think, in respect for the official opposition, in 
the five years that they were on this side of the House, they 
came in with very good intentions of being able to serve 
the people of this province and along the way tripped ug 
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ind made some mistakes, the same way the Conservative 
arty before them was in the same situation. 

For me as a government member to sit here and to say 

as a government member am totally infallible and will 
1ever make a mistake would be totally ludicrous. We have 
o remember what we said to the people of the province 
vhen we came to power. We said, “We are going to admit 
f we have done wrong and we will come clean,” and that 
s exactly it. 

The issue here is that some people, especially within 
he opposition, because it advances their political argu- 
nent, if a political party in government decides to change 
ts mind on a particular issue, let it be a particular bill or an 
mendment to a bill, it is seen as being an admission of not 
yeing able to govern. 

I say no. The people of the province have said quite 
oudly for the past number of years that they want to have 
lirect input on their governments and they want the oppor- 


unity to say to their government of the day: “We may — 


igree in principle on the bill or we may not, but we’d like 
o have some changes here. We’d like to adjust this,” or 
‘We think it’s good,” or “We think it’s bad.” Then they 
‘xpect the government to make a decision. 

720 

| think this government has demonstrated, such as on 
3ill 70, we heard the voice of people within a number of 
ectors within our society who said they had some funda- 
nental problems with Bill 70. I as a government member 
nd I as a social democrat who really felt it was very 
lecessary to put those points forward in that bill had to 
tand back and say: “Listen, it is not only my point of view 
s a social democrat that counts in this picture, it is the 
voint of view of every Ontarian, to be able to come for- 
vard, to be able to give presence to the committee and to 
ay ‘I agree’ or ‘I disagree and I expect you to amend.’” 
Chat i is exactly what this government did. It amended its 
ywn legislation in light of the people of this province. 

For the opposition members across the way to say that 
s weakness, I think they are gravely mistaken, because the 
veople of this province have said quite loudly and quite 
ustly that we have to listen to the voter, and in the end we 
lave to be able to adjust our position to suit the needs of 
he voter. 

What the opposition is doing is quite clear. Our party 
lid the same thing when we were in opposition. The par- 
iamentary system, because of the way it is structured, and 
think it is a sound structure, has an opposition to criticize 
egislation of the government. But there is a problem when 
t goes past that fine line of being able to criticize construc- 
ively to trying to criticize for political points. Again, no 
litical party has a monopoly on that one either. 
| The strategy of the opposition is quite simple and it has 

ecome very evident, I think, to most people of this prov- 
nce. The opposition wants to try to say the government is 
; able to make decisions on particular things because it 


anges its mind when it goes out and consults the people 
f this province. Somehow that is supposed to be seen as a 
= I would say that is a strength. 
| 


They would also turn around and say that we are, for 
some reason when they are talking about conflict-of-inter- 
est guidelines, somewhat more crooked than they were. 

Let’s take a look at the facts of what happened with the 
ministers of the crown from the time of the election and 
the time we were sworn into cabinet until this point today. 
We had two ministers last week that spoke from the heart 
on an issue that I think most people in this province felt 
very strongly about. I would put it that most people in this 
province would have probably gone past the point that our 
two members did, maybe would not have only written 
letters but may have gone a lot further than that. 

Yes, there is a grey line when we talk about the power 
one has as a minister or a member of the government to be 
able to do that, but I think what people recognize is that 
politicians are asked to advocate on behalf of the people 
who voted for them and on behalf of their constituents 
within this province. To say that because the ministers did 
what they thought was right and to say, “We want their 
heads,” I do not think would serve any public good. I tend 
to agree with the leader of my party and with the govern- 
ment on that particular issue. 

As we take a look at the situation with the Solicitor. 
General, a staff member who was there for six weeks 
wrote a letter, without the knowledge of the Solicitor Gen- 
eral, in regard to a situation that happened where some 
70,000 people in this province received parking tickets that 
were not supposed to be theirs because of a mixup within a 
particular computer. The computer spit out a whole bunch 
of parking tickets to people who were never in the city of 
Toronto, and somebody came into the constituency office 
and said, “This is wrong.” 

As members of all sides, we understand what advocat- 
ing is about. Advocating is about trying to make a wrong a 
right and saying: “There has been a mistake here and we 
want you to turn your attention to it. We want you to 
address the situation and we want you to give this person 
their fair day. We want you to give them what is rightfully 
coming to them.” 

The opposition looked at it in a different light. Why? 
They looked at the political points they are able to score on 
this particular issue. What is even more interesting, and the 
member for St George-St David mentioned it, is that it is a 
question of, we were so mean to them when they were in 
government, now it is their turn to be mean to us. That is 
basically what it comes down to. 

It is not the issue, because the issue is nothing. We 
have a minister who did no wrong. We had two ministers 
the other day, again who did no wrong, they did basically 
what was just, what most people understand as being a 
very just cause. But the problem is that the members 
across the way are very sore about 6 September because 
they realize they lost the last election, not so much because 
of particular legislation but because of the attitude they 
showed to the people of this province that they were not 
listening and that they could go ahead and get involved in 
the Patti Starr situations and be in a situation where the 
voters, for some reason, did not matter. 

Yes, this government is very conscious on that issue 
and we want to make sure that we listen to the people of 
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this province. We want to make sure that if we do some- 
thing, we are not inflexible, and we will not change our 
mind just because we are the government, we will listen to 
all sides and in the end we will make a decision and we 
will make the best decision available to us, based on the 
presentations before us. We will not be inflexible, and 
when we have done wrong, we will admit so. 

At this point I am being handed a note saying “Your 
time is up.” I leave the time for the rest of my colleagues. 


Mr Drainville: I am glad to rise in the House and 
speak today on this motion of non-confidence in the 
government. 

I must say it is a rather lamentable situation we ap- 
proach when we hear some of the things that have been 
said by certain members here today. I want to put aside 
partisan sympathies for a moment—although one member 
over there is incapable of doing so—and talk a little bit 
about where I am coming from in this debate. 

I am a new member. I acknowledge that freely. I have 
not had the kind of experience that the honourable member 
for St George-St David has had, nor some of the members 
on our side. There has been a lot of history in this place, I 
might say, as someone who has been out of this House for 
a lot of years and looked at the debates around Frank 
Miller and around Chaviva HoSek and around other people 
who were on the firing line and, I have to say, even in 
terms of our own party at that time, saw the at times unjust 
way in which such ministers and such members were at- 
tacked. I say that as someone who was outside the House 
at that time, but I have to say also that we, as members in 
the House, have got to rise to a new sense of unity and 
spirit. 

It is legitimate, by all means, in the parliamentary 
forum to question a minister on how that minister is func- 
tioning, and when that minister has committed an error or 
has somehow gone beyond the bounds of the job he is 
meant to do as a minister of the crown, it is not only the 
privilege of the members opposite to bring that case to 
debate but it is their prerogative and it is their responsibil- 
ity aS opposition members to do so. I do not gainsay any 
member on the other side of the House from bringing up 
these issues as they have been brought up over the last 
number of months. 

I want to say also I have no vested interest in saying 
anything to the opposition members except this: There 
have been mistakes made by members on this side and by 
ministers and those mistakes are difficult mistakes because 
they were made by people who have been attempting to do 
the best they can. We have entered into government in a 
situation we had not anticipated, and indeed we find our- 
selves at a time and a place when there are great needs in 
the society and in the province. We find ourselves in the 
situation of having to be under the gun in many different 
areas. In the midst of that, with problems all around us, 
trying to respond to the needs and the aspirations of all the 
people of Ontario, we have made mistakes. I would like to 
speak a little bit about that. 

There is very little forgiveness in this place for mis- 
takes. I say that not against the opposition members, but 
indeed I say it about all the members of this House. As we 


look at some of the acrimony in the debates that have gone 
on over several issues, not the least of which being the 
budget, I have noticed at times a certain mean-spiritedne 

in the House which I think is bad—bad not only for the 
members of this House but bad for the people of Ontario. 
because as they look here and they look at the debates that 
are taking place and as they look at the issues that are 
being discussed, they realize in fact that the mistakes that 
are being alluded to and sometimes attacked are mistakes 
that ultimately are trifling. I say ultimately. That does not 
mean you can absolve them. They are mistakes and they need 


to be dealt with, but ultimately they are trifling mistakes. 


I want to also draw the attention of the House to the 
fact that the honourable member for Etobicoke West dur- 
ing his speech talked about the reverse vengeance that was 
taking place. He smiled and was so happy about the fact 
that he had an opportunity to nail the Premier again. 


1730 
Mr Stockwell: No, I did not say that. . 
Mr Drainville: I use his words. 
Mr Stockwell: No, those are not my words. 


Mr Drainville: “He deserves everything he gets,” 
That is a quote. 


Mr Stockwell: That is not saying “nailed.” 


Mr Drainville: Okay, I take back the other statement 
gladly. What he said was, “He deserves everything he 
gets.” It is that mean-spiritedness that I am speaking about: 
The reality is that he has every right as an opposition 
member to say to the Premier of the province, “I don’t like 
the decisions you’ve made. You have made poor decisions 
and I want to make sure the people of Ontario know the 
kind of poor decisions.” He has a right to say that. But 
what he does not have a right to say, in terms of the spirit 
of how this place should operate, is that there is a necessity 
for vengeance against what the Premier has said in the 
past. 

I hear the cacophony of sound, the lugubrious out- 
pourings of the members opposite. They are very good 
indeed at indicating to the government and indicating to 
the Premier all the problems, but what of the unity of this 
House? How are we to work together if, when we are 
trying to move forward on our agenda, as we try to work 
with people in the province, we hear the kind of vengeful 
statements that are being made by the member opposite? 

They talk about the truth. A little while ago members 
Opposite spoke about the truth. The honourable members 
all know that they are wedded to the truth, and like all 
wedded couples they live apart sometimes. In fact, truth is 
not something that is represented very well at times by any 
member of this House, because we are so involved in par- 
tisan debate and knocking each other that we do not have 
the opportunity to listen to what other members are saying. 


Interjections. 
The Acting Speaker: Order. The member for Victo- 


ria-Haliburton has the floor, very legitimately. Please allow 
him the opportunity of speaking. | 


Mr Drainville: Again, what the opposition thinks is 
an attack on them was not. What I said very simply was 


I 


; 
| 


hat the member for Etobicoke West had invoked ven- 
seance on the Premier for what the Premier had said in the 
yast. I do not find that very edifying, I do not find it 
lecorous behaviour, nor do I find it particularly helpful to 
he debate we are trying to pursue today. 

IT would like to say also, not to leave the Liberal Party 
it of this, that there is no question in my own mind that 
he comments that were being made by the member for St 
Seorge-St David, measured though they were, have some 
of the same spirit that I am concerned about. For instance, 
ie mentions former ministers. He mentions Chaviva 
Josek, he mentions Joan Smith, he mentions other minis- 
ers who have had difficulty in the past. One thing he said 
vas accurate: that the opposition—that is, our party at that 
ime—was unmerciful in its attack on those ministers. That 
s true; we were unmerciful. I might even say—and I do 
iot think it would be breaching any confidence or any 
inderstanding that we have on this side—that sometimes 
ve were not only unmerciful but we went overboard in 


naking sure that members— 


Mr Stockwell: I see. When it’s your ministers we 
houldn’t be vengeful. 


Mr Drainville: The point is, the present fetish we 
ave in this House for mean-spiritedness and attacking 
ninisters and dragging on day after day as if the only way 
ve can make the government do its business is by attack- 
ng it, does not make any sense. 

What I would like to say to the member for Etobicoke 

Nest, because he keeps on speaking out and trying to get 
nto a debate—he had his turn, but he wants another 
urn—is that of course the member for Etobicoke West has 
he right to question the government, of course he has the 
ight to criticize the government, of course he has the right 
0 do those things, but he does not have to do it constantly 
na state of saying that he is vengeful. “It’s time for the 
-remier to get his comeuppance.” That is what he was 
ying, and it is not acceptable in this place. 
_ I want to say also that the standards that are set, macho 
hough they are, patriarchal though they have been, about 
10w ministers are to be treated in this House make no 
nse in the world today. To say that when ministers make 
, mistake like those which some of the ministers in our 
sovernment have made they should resign every time 
hose kinds of mistakes are made, makes no sense. 


— Mr Turnbull: What about Frank Miller? 


| Mr Drainville: The honourable member for York 
ills yells, “What about Frank Miller?” Frank Miller did 
lot resign. . 


Mr Stockwell: You wanted his resignation. 
Mr Drainville: But he did not resign. 
Mr Stockwell: You wanted it. 
_ Mr Drainville: But he did not resign. What I would 


ike to say to the honourable members is that what they are 
tying to do is have me protect what the former opposition 
yarty, the New Democrats, did in years past. I am not 
villing to do that. 


| 


18 JUNE 1991 


2077 


Mr Turnbull: What about Joan Smith? We are talking 
about a double standard, Dennis. No wonder people are 
sick of politicians when you have double standards. 


The Acting Speaker: Order, please. The member 
does have the floor very legitimately and you are really 
interjecting when interjections are not in order. You will 
have your moment in the sun. The honourable member for 
Victoria-Haliburton, please proceed. 


Mr Drainville: The point I want to make is that we 
are in a period of deep political change. People are not 
expecting any more to see cabinet ministers who are 
thrown out of office merely because any politicians from 
any party or any side of the House call, “Off with their 
heads.” There is no reason why cabinet ministers have to 
resign for such reasons. 


That does not mean that there are not good reasons to 
ensure that cabinet ministers do what they have to do. 
When the opposition says we have to ensure that the gov- 
ernment is responsible, that is its job. But when they de- 
mand that, every time, in the smallest of insignificant 
events, a member of the cabinet needs to leave, that is 
totally unacceptable. 


Whether you look at the honourable Minister of 
Health, who resigned, whether you look at the member for 
Scarborough West or whether you look at any of the other 
members, what you see is that those people did not receive 
any benefits from what they did. They made an error, they 
acknowledged the error, and to have resigned from the 
cabinet is a totally unacceptable expectation. 

But why do they not accept that? This is the real ques- 
tion we need to deal with, and I will sit down after this last 
point. Why is it that the opposition demands that these 
people must resign? I have to say, because there is a tradi- 
tion and it is a tradition that needs to end, and the sooner it 
ends, the better for the people of Ontario. This tradition 
says we have to call for the blood of every minister who 
transgresses whatever strange attitude or set view the op- 
position feels. They are the arbiters. We were in the oppo- 
sition and when we were in the opposition we did the same 
thing, but it seems that the opposition is the arbiter for 
every decision that needs to be made about the future of 
any cabinet minister, and it cannot work that way. 

The people are expecting changes in this House and in 
the government of Ontario, and the changes they are ex- 
pecting have nothing to do with the piddling, insignificant 
issues that have been raised continually in this House. 
What they want to know is, when will the people of On- 
tario be able to have support from and begin to believe in 
the members who sit in this House? As we hear the acri- 
mony and lack of unity and catcalls from each side of the 
House, the people of Ontario are saying: “This is not what 
we want. We want a Parliament which will represent our 
views, which will listen to the people of Ontario and which 
will ensure that it responds to the needs and aspirations of 
all people.” The way that we will do that is by providing it 
through leadership in each and every constituency, so that 
every member of this House will begin—rather than being 
mean-spirited, rather than being totally critical all the 
time—to work together for the betterment of all people, 
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and until that begins, we will continually have these kinds 
of debates. 


1740 
Interjections. 


The Acting Speaker: The interjections—please. We 
will have a chance to vote. I realize we do not have con- 
sensus on this issue. We will have a chance to vote later, 
and you can express your opinions then. 


Mr Huget: I am going to take a slightly different ap- 
proach to the issues we are discussing today. As a new 
member, I have to say that the series of events that have 
unfolded over the last little while have been very disturb- 
ing to me as an individual, not being experienced in the 
partisan politics world and not being experienced in the 
blood sport of politics in this House. But I was elected and 
ran for office, I believe, as all members of this House have 
done: to represent their constituents, to conduct themselves 
honestly and with integrity. It is based on that that I, as 
many others in this House, on all sides of this House, took 
the opportunity to run for office and, indeed, we are 
elected today to represent our constituents. 

It is a rather sad commentary that when a staff member 
makes an innocent mistake both parties turn almost like a 
pack of hounds on a staff member in an office. There was 
no devious method or motive in any staff member or their 
office. It was a legitimate, honest mistake, which we ad- 
mitted forthrightly and honestly on every occasion. We 
have tried to deceive no one. We have tried to be as honest 
and open as possible, and we will continue to try and be as 
honest and open as we can. 

This government was elected to Snes the way things 
are done in Ontario, to deal with some of the issues that 
have been experienced by the people in this province 
under the guidance and governorship of the Liberals and 
the third party. We will continue to make a change in the 
way government operates in this province, and we will 
continue to be as honest and open a government as mem- 
bers or anyone in this province has ever seen. 


Hon Mrs Coppen: I would just like to take a few 
moments to express my opinions of our government. I am 
proud of the achievements of our government. Before I 
elaborate on the accomplishments, I would like to share 
some personal experiences. 


Before 1 October, many of us had never been in gov- 
ernment before. That does not hamper anyone in the prov- 
ince of Ontario from sitting in this House. My own 
experience was as an advocate, much like many of my 
caucus. We fought for the rights of the people in our com- 
munity. We listened to them. They gave us their confi- 
dence—not like other governments. They took that chance. 
They gave us the greatest gift they could: their vote to 
make us the government of Ontario and their confidence, 
something that we treasure. 

One of my first experiences here at Queen’s Park was a 
brief tour, an opportunity to lobby some of the ministers of 
the opposition and, yes, to protest on the front lawn of this 
beautiful building, and what did we protest? We protested 
harm to working and average people of this province, and I 


sincerely believed in that. I am an advocate for people, anc 
that is why I came to this House, to fight those battles. 

When the people gave us that right, we came into i 
building. I ran up those stairs, those first steps of opportu: 
nity to be a new government in Ontario, and when ] 
walked into the rotunda I had to stand back in awe. It is ¢ 
beautiful building. It hit me with almost the same feelings 
of the non-confidence that we felt from the opposition 
non-confidence with the deficit, a deficit— | 


The Acting Speaker: The government’s time has rur 
out. Thank you very much. | 


Mr Curling: I want to thank you very much for giv 
ing me this opportunity, first to tell you that I am in full 
agreement with this motion of want of confidence for this 
government, which has demonstrated a total disregard for 
the standard of conduct for the judicial system. 

I consider myself a very strong and vocal advocate foi 
the rights of those who have suffered from discriminatior 
practices or other human rights abuses. The last speakei 
said she is an advocate. I want to say to members, I have 
actively fought against discrimination throughout my life 
Indeed, I have suffered from discrimination practices and ] 
was never able, nor were most of the people who have 
suffered like this, to articulate it and tell members pre: 
cisely how that hurt is. I felt so strong about it that I ran tc 
be placed in this Legislature so that changes could come 
about. I believe in the system. I said to myself, “I could ge 
out and get a gun and I could shoot all those who are 
discriminating,” and I said, “That’s not the way.” 
thought, we have a system here, a democratic system, é 
process in which we can change. We got elected on thai 
basis. | 

Those people on that side are no more advocates thar 
the people on this side. They are no more advocates thar 
the member for Carleton, who fought to get smoking ou 
of public buildings. He did not take up any guns. They are 
no more advocates than the member for Ottawa East, whc 
fought for francophone affairs. But he decided to come it 
here and change it to the way it is properly done, not tc 
interfere with the justice system and say, “T more pase 
ately believe than the forces you have.” 

It is disgraceful. It is awful, when I stand here, and __ 
think my privilege as a member has been insulted because 
they feel they have advocated themselves as a greater ad: 
vocate for the causes in which they carry on. There are 
people outside there—I know that blacks have been sho 
and they felt the judgement that had been levelled agains 
them was inappropriate—who have phoned me and askey 
if I could interfere and I tell them no, because there is < 
process for it. 

Rushton is still preaching his awful ideology to ow 
children in this province. Is there an interference? Where 
are the members opposite then to say he should not be 
preaching like that in the school, this racial thing they are 
doing in London? Where is the interference? Where is the 
Minister of Colleges and Universities? Who will say, “We 
shall stop him today,” because he should not be doing that 
There are people who are being streamed every day i 
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ducation that is not appropriate to them. Where is the 
Ainister of Education on that? 

There are people who feel today that the Ontario 
fuman Rights Commission has not actively promoted and 
een able to hear their cases because it takes five or six 
ears to do that. Is the minister interfering? Is she less an 
dvocate than those who have interfered? 

I will say to the minister that she is conducting herself 
ppropriately, the Minister of Citizenship, the minister re- 
ponsible for the Ontario Human Rights Commission, and 
ne should not follow those who have violated the justice 
ystem by interfering. I do not condone the two ministers 
rho interfere. I think it was terrible. They have done more 
yjustice to that cause than anything else. They have done 
ot only injustice to those sexual abuse causes, but in spite 
f all of that, the system stands strong and the judge has 
uled accordingly, as he should. 

I hope they have learned their lesson. I hope they have 
ome to respect the process. I hope they see that a demo- 
ratic process that has been built on for hundreds of years 
, not destroyed by this so-called claim that they are the 
iod-anointed advocates of this world. They are not. Every 
ne of us is an advocate here in respect to the law and 
rder of this country. If members opposite feel they are 
dove that, if they feel they can lie in Temagami, get ap- 
lause after their civil disobedience and decide that is an 
propriate way to go, these people should not be the gov- 
nment. They should resign. 


750 


_ The House divided on Mr Elston’s motion, which was 
2gatived on the following vote: 
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Ayes—42 


Arnott, Bradley, Brown, Callahan, Carr, Chiarelli, Cle- 
ary, Conway, Cordiano, Cousens, Cunningham, Curling, 
Daigeler, Elston, Eves, Fawcett, Grandmaitre, Harnick, 
Henderson, Jackson, Jordan, Mahoney, Mancini, McC- 
lelland, McGuinty, McLean, Miclash, Murdoch, B., Nixon, 
O’Neil, H., O’Neill, Y., Phillips, G., Poirier, Poole, Ram- 
say, Ruprecht, Scott, Sola, Sorbara, Stockwell, Turnbull, 
Wilson, J. 


Nays—68 


Abel, Akande, Allen, Bisson, Boyd, Buchanan, Carter, 
Charlton, Christopherson, Churley, Cooke, Cooper, 
Coppen, Dadamo, Drainville, Duignan, Farnan, Ferguson, 
Fletcher, Frankford, Gigantes, Grier, Haeck, Hampton, 
Hansen, Harrington, Haslam, Hayes, Hope, Huget, Jami- 
son, Klopp, Kormos, Lankin, Laughren, Lessard, Macken- 
zie, MacKinnon, Malkowski, Mammoliti, Marchese, 
Martel, Martin, Mathyssen, Mills, Morrow, Murdock, S., 
North, O’Connor, Owens, Perruzza, Pouliot, Rae, Rizzo, 
Silipo, Sutherland, Ward, B., Ward, M., Wark-Martyn, Wa- 
ters, Wessenger, White, Wilson, F., Wilson, G., Winninger, 
Wiseman, Wood, Ziemba. 

The Acting Speaker: The government House leader 
has moved adjournment of the House. Is it the pleasure of 
the House that the motion carry? I heard a no. 

All those in favour will please say “aye.” 

All those opposed will please say “nay.” 

I declare the motion carried. 


Motion agreed to. 
The House adjourned at 1802. 
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Wednesday 19 June 1991 


The House met at 1330. 
Prayers. 


MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 


MINISTER OF TRANSPORTATION 


Mr Mancini: Last week the Minister of Transporta- 
ion announced that he had received an award for innova- 
ions in bicycling policy. We have to question what the 
ninister could possibly have done to merit such an award. 
t could not have been for his decision to give an engineer- 
ng firm $150,000 to ask the public what it thought about 
vicycling. Yet there have been no other bieyeling- -related 
nnouncements from the minister. 

Looking beyond cycling, the award could not have 
een given to the minister for his decision to leak the 
abinet decision to cancel the Red Hill Creek Expressway. 

do not think the people of Hamilton would think an 
ward was in order for that policy. 

As well, it could not have been for the minister’s deci- 
ion to break the NDP election promise to extend GO 
‘ransit rail service to Peterborough and to Brantford. 

It could not have been for his losing his copy of the 
s0licitor General’s letter on parking tickets. Surely those 
Ctions do not merit an award. 

I am sure that Ontario truckers facing a 31% increase 

n diesel fuel taxes from this year’s budget do not feel the 
ninister deserves an award. Fare hikes, layoffs and service 
utbacks by the TTC do not justify any kind of award 
‘ither. 
We cannot find any reason why anyone concerned 
‘bout transportation policy would give the minister any 
‘ind of award. In fact, the only member of cabinet who 
night be eligible for an award on bicycling policy is the 
Ainister of Consumer and Commercial Relations, who ac- 
ually bicycles to work. Unfortunately, the Minister of 
Sonsumer and Commercial Relations has her driver follow 
ier in her ministerial limousine as she cycles in order to 
fansport her briefing books. 


| MAXVILLE CELEBRATIONS 


| Mr Villeneuve: Good news from eastern Ontario. On 
8 June the village of Maxville, my home community, will 
elebrate its centennial with a homecoming weekend. This 
§ the highlight of our centennial year, which has special 
vents throughout 1991. 

| Maxville, in historic Glengarry county, traces its roots 
yack to Scottish settlers and Loyalist times. The Scots 
/egan arriving in the area in the 1790s, but as late as 1851 
he census then showed no record of Maxville. With the 
‘oming of the railway in the 1880s, the settlement grew. 

_ Today’s phone book lists MacDonalds, MacDonells, 
UcEwans, MacGregors, MacIntoshes, MacKinnons, Mac- 
veans, MacLeods, MacMillans, MacRaes McNaughtons, 
tte, which explains why Maxville was originally spelled 
tarting with “Mac.” 
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Today, the village of some 850 people and the sur- 
rounding area also has its share of Bourdons, Derouchies, 
Guindons, Seguins, even Villeneuves and many others. 

On Friday 28 June, the celebrations will begin with a 
wine and cheese party and will continue Saturday with the 
centennial parade, opening ceremonies and entertainment. 
On Sunday, after church and an ecumenical lunch at the 
United Church, entertainment continues at the fairgrounds 
and ends with a barbecue and fireworks. 

Many members will remember that Maxville is also 
the home of our Glengarry Highland Games, the biggest 
and best in the country. Everyone is welcome to visit us. 


WORKERS MEMORIAL DAY 


Ms S. Murdock: Tomorrow marks a tragic anniver- 
sary in my riding. On 20 June 1984, a rockburst killed four 
miners at the Falconbridge mine in Sudbury. 

A rockburst occurs when pressure builds up along the 
fault line of a rock and the rock ultimately bursts to release 
the pressure. That rockburst incident prompted the Sud- 
bury Mine, Mill and Smelter Workers’ Union, Local 598, 
to organize memorial services to commemorate the work- 
ers and their families in the tragic accident and thus 
Workers’ Memorial Day was born. 

Over the years, Workers’ Memorial Day has grown 
from a small event in remembrance of the Falconbridge 
rockburst to a day set aside to pay tribute to all workers 
who have died in the performance of their duties. Workers’ 
Memorial Day now honours workers from all walks of 
life, from police officers to lumberjacks. This day also 
commemorates the untold numbers of workers who have 
perished due to industrially related diseases, many of 
which are not being acknowledged as such at this time. 

The anniversary of the rockburst at Falconbridge obvi- 
ously has special significance for me and the people of my 
riding. But Workers’ Memorial Day is an opportunity for 
all of us to acknowledge the tremendous sacrifices and 
losses that are realized by working people across this prov- 
ince. At 10:12 am tomorrow, the time of the rockburst at 
Falconbridge seven years ago, I urge all members to pause 
and reflect on the lives that were lost, not just at 
Falconbridge but all over this province. 


COMMUNITY NEWSPAPER 


Mrs Fawcett: I have in my hand a copy of the Col- 
borne Chronicle. This weekly newspaper keeps the village 
of Colborne and surrounding area up to date and aware of 
the latest happenings in the village and throughout the 
county. One might ask, “How is the Chronicle different 
from any other newspaper of its kind?” 

This terrific paper has just been named winner of first 
place for the best front page, second place for the best 
all-round newspaper, second place for the best editorial 
page and has been awarded the Canadian Community 
Newspapers Association blue ribbon for excellence in the 
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association’s 1991 class 1 better newspapers national com- 
petition. 

The editor of this national award-winning paper is Ei- 
leen Argyris, who has been with the paper for 12 years. 
For nine of those years, Mrs Argyris did everything in- 
volved in getting the paper to the press—layout, typeset- 
ting, photography, editing, page design, reporting, 
editorials and soliciting advertising. 

1340 

No matter what is going on in the community, Eileen is 
there with her trusty camera and notepad. Whether it be 
the annual figure skating carnival, Summerfest celebra- 
tions, special events at the public schools in the area, li- 
brary news or council meetings in Colborne or Cramahe, 
all events get comprehensive reporting and picture promo- 
tion every week. The insightful editorials are always artic- 
ulated clearly and are very thought-provoking. 

I am sure all members will join in congratulating the 
editor, Eileen Argyris, for producing this award-winning 
weekly newspaper. The community and the paper’s owner, 
Northumberland PUblishers, are very proud of the blue- 
ribbon community newspaper, the Colborne Chronicle, 
and its editor, Eileen Argyris. 


YUN YEE CHOW 


Mr Eves: Last Thursday, the University of Toronto 
faculty of medicine named this year’s recipient of the Dr 
Louis R. Harnick Memorial Award. This award is one of 
the University of Toronto’s largest post-graduate medical 
awards. The Dr Louis R. Harnick Memorial Award was 
established by friends, relatives and associates of Dr 
Harnick in appreciation of his outstanding leadership in 
the field of radiology. 

A fund was established to make an award for a fourth- 
year medical student with a specific interest and aptitude 
in diagnostic radiology. Candidates for this award are in- 
terviewed and expected to demonstrate the qualities that 
exemplify the standards, priorities and style of Dr 
Harnick—leadership, compassion, community service and 
service to the medical profession with a high regard for the 
quality of life. 

This year’s winner is Yun Yee Chow. Yun Yee Chow, 
while achieving very high marks in medical school, stands 
out as a very highly motivated individual. Her well- 
rounded personality combined with her enthusiasm for ex- 
cellence in the field of radiology make her a truly 
deserving recipient of the Dr Harnick award. 

On behalf of the Progressive Conservative Party of 
Ontario and the late Dr Harnick’s son, Charles, my col- 
league the member for Willowdale, I would like to con- 
gratulate Yun Yee Chow. 


TOWN OF INGERSOLL 


Mr Sutherland: I had the great pleasure of participat- 
ing in the town of Ingersoll’s Heritage Day parade last 
Saturday. While Heritage Day is meant to be a celebration 
of Ingersoll’s past and present, this year’s event took on a 
greater significance. 

On Tuesday 4 June, Ingersoll lost some of its heritage 
as a result of a fire on the main block of the town. In all, 
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five buildings, including some that were built in the 1800s 
were lost. Residents living above the five businesses es 
caped with only the clothes on their backs. Fortunately, n¢ 
one was seriously injured as a result of the blaze. The fir 
threatened to burn down the entire main block. However 
effective teamwork by the Ingersoll fire department ii 
conjunction with fire departments from surrounding com 
munities prevented the blaze from spreading. 

The people and businesses of Ingersoll are resilient ani 
supportive of each other in time of need. Within a fev 
days, several of the burnt-out businesses had reopened i 
new locations. The Salvation Army co-ordinated a clothin; 
drive and found temporary accommodation for those ten’ 
ants who lost everything. A benefit concert is also plannei 
to raise money to help those residents affected by this fire. 

I would like to congratulate the fire departments, thi 
Salvation Army and all those people in Ingersoll who havi 
provided support to the people and businesses of Ingersoll 
As a resident of Ingersoll myself, I know that each time 
walk up the main block of the town it will feel like a larg 
piece of heritage is missing, but the large turnout of peopl! 
who came out to participate in Heritage Day events ani 
watch the Heritage Day parade makes me confident tha 
the town of Ingersoll will recover from its devastating fir 
and continue to demonstrate pride in its strong heritage. 


ANTI-RECESSION PROGRAM 


Mr Miclash: Throughout the fall and winter months 
the NDP government kept telling northerners who wer 
losing their jobs and giving up hope to wait, wait for il 
wait just a little bit longer, until the anti-recession fun 
money starts to flow and then everything will be peache 
and cream in northern Ontario. 

It has been said that the only jobs this NDP budget wil 
create will be those in the United States, but let me brin; 
to the attention of this government an example of one 0 
their job creation projects going to Manitoba. 

Notwithstanding the NDP’s opinion on the cantina 0 
contracts for the Kenora bypass to Manitoba contractors 
which arose during the election campaign, this governmen 
recently announced $772,000 to the town of Ignace for th 
construction of a much-needed public library in that towr 
However, the jobs this money will create or maintain wil 
be in Manitoba because the contract was tendered to | 
Manitoba firm. . 

This of course happened because the NDP has no cri 
teria for the anti-recession funds to ensure that they b 
spent in Ontario to create short-term jobs in Ontario. It i 
another example of NDP mismanagement of the anti-re 
cession program, one which can only mean fewer jobs 1 i 
northern Ontario. 

I urge the minister to investigate immediately hoy 
many other cases like this have taken place, where jo 
creation contracts have gone to create jobs in other prov 
inces, and to put the necessary controls in place to ensur) 
that this cannot happen again. 


FREEDOM OF INFORMATION 


Mr Tilson: Later today I will be introducing a bill t 
provide taxpayers with better access to information abou 
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ow their tax dollars are spent at both the provincial and 
qunicipal levels. This bill reflects my conviction that tax- 
ayers have a right to know the details of salaries and 
rages paid to provincial and municipal employees. It also 
2flects my frustration as a member of this assembly with 
ot being able to obtain information through either the 
tder paper or the Freedom of Information and Protection 
f Privacy Act on public sector wages and on severance 
nd termination packages. 

I would note that these frustrations are shared by my 
onstituents of Dufferin county who, because of the cur- 
2nt law, have been unable to learn the percentage in- 
reases in the salary and benefits packages paid to senior 
ounty staff over the last three years. I find it offensive that 
ixpayers cannot have access to details on an expenditure 
thich accounts for between 40% and 50% of the county 
udget. 

I trust that all members committed to making govern- 
yent more open and accountable will support this bill. I 
ope the government itself will endorse this effort to re- 
uce the level of public cynicism about its institutions by 
nproving our ability to scrutinize its operations. 


WELLAND ROSE FESTIVAL 


Mr Kormos: Most members of this Legislature know 
am from Welland-Thorold, down in the heart of the Niag- 
ta Peninsula. One of the great things that happen down 
iere come summertime, and especially the month of June, 
; the Welland Rose Festival, beginning at the beginning of 
ane, when it should begin, and culminating this coming 
unday, 23 June, with the Welland Rose Festival parade. 

That parade attracts people from all over this province as 
rell as friends from south of the border, American friends of 
urs who visit Welland and enjoy the spectacle, because to 
all it anything less would be an understatement. 

It does not happen without the hard work of a whole 
st of people; the honourable members know that. These 
te people like Jeff Ward, who is the chairman of the rose 
>stival committee this year; people like Jennie DiMarco, 
1e chairperson of the rose parade committee; people like 
yan Bosilevac, the chairperson of Day in the Park. 

_ It is also people like Denise Coring, who is the chair- 
erson for the first time this year of the coronation ball. 
he has done a whole lot of hard work—a long-time mem- 
er of the rose festival committee putting in exceptional 
ffort this year. It is people like Sherry Boudreau, the co- 
p student working in the rose festival office; people like 
andy Rudyk, the office supervisor; Claude Breault, the 
cond vice-president of the rose festival committee; Jim 
fontgomery, the first vice-president; Michelle Mercier, 
ymer Rose Queen, Brock student, and now active in as- 
sting the organization. They are the sort of people who 
ake it a great success. 

_ Sunday 23 June, 1 pm, Welland. Be there. 

Hon Mr Mackenzie: I would like to ask permission 
f the House for unanimous consent to make a statement 
oncerning Occupational Health and Safety Week. 


_ The Speaker: Do we have unanimous consent? 


| 


Agreed to. 
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1350 
STATEMENT BY THE MINISTRY 


OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND SAFETY 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: As honourable members will 
know, this week is Canadian Occupational Health and 
Safety Week. Maintaining sound health and safety prac- 
tices in the workplace is something we should all strive for 
on a daily basis. The aim of Occupational Health and 
Safety Week is to remind us of that important goal. 

This is the sixth year that the Canadian Society of 
Safety Engineering has sponsored the event with support 
from the Canada Safety Council, Canadian Standards As- 
sociation and Canadian Centre for Occupational Health 
and Safety. Throughout the week there will be organized 
campaigns across the country to increase awareness of the 
vital need for effective health and safety programs. 

We are privileged to have in the members’ gallery 
today John Irwin, the chairman of the Ontario steering 
committee for Canadian Occupational Health and Safety 
Week. 

On behalf of the government of Ontario, I would like 
to commend these organizations for their commitment to 
the promotion of health and safety in the workplace. 

This year’s theme is “Excellence: Today’s Goal, 
Tomorrow’s Reward.” It reflects the Ministry of Labour’s 
goal to provide a solid foundation for the best health and 
safety conditions possible in the workplaces of Ontario. 

At the beginning of this year, the ministry implemented 
Bill 208, a bill that requires equal participation by labour 
and management in ensuring better health and safety on 
the job. There are now 20,000 to 40,000 more businesses 
across the province that are required to have health and 
safety committees. The bill also created a bipartite Work- 
place Health and Safety Agency which will develop train- 
ing standards for the committees and co-ordinate the 
activities of the provincial safety associations. 

Last week I announced major amendments to the con- 
struction projects regulation that will contribute greatly to 
safer and healthier working conditions at construction 
sites. Among the changes are amendments designed to re- 
duce the number of fatalities and serious injuries caused by 
falls from heights, trench cave-ins and electrocutions. 

As well, another new regulation was enacted last week 
to provide firefighters with safer protective clothing. The 
approved clothing will provide superior protection from 
injuries caused by heat and flame. 

These important improvements to health and safety 
legislation and regulations were made after close consulta- 
tion with health and safety groups across the province. My 
ministry intends to continue to work closely with labour, 
management and safety organizations to demonstrate this 
government’s commitment to improved health and safety 
in the province. 


RESPONSES 


OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND SAFETY 
Mr Offer: I am pleased to respond on behalf of our 
party to the week that has been designated as Canadian 
Occupational Health and Safety Week. This week not only 
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identifies the need for health and safety in the workforce, 
but the very purpose behind the health and safety legisla- 
tion in Ontario as outlined in Bill 208. 

I am particularly encouraged by this year’s campaign 
theme, which is “Excellence: Today’s Goal, Tomorrow’s 
Reward.” As honourable members know, excellence is 
achieved through teamwork; that is, partnership in manag- 
ing risks in the workplace. This is the fundamental princi- 
ple that lies at the heart of Ontario’s occupational health 
and safety system. 

I would also like to welcome John Irwin as the chair- 
man of the Ontario steering committee for Canadian Occu- 
pational Health and Safety Week. 

I believe it is now appropriate to bring to the attention 
of the Legislature the objectives for this week. These are: 
to increase awareness of employees towards current occu- 
pational health and safety programs; to increase awareness 
of employers towards the benefits of occupational health 
and safety programs; to increase awareness of the general 
public towards occupational health and safety programs; to 
increase awareness of employees and employers of the 
purpose and role of the occupational health and safety pro- 
fessional; to inspire the development of new occupational 
health and safety programs and activities by organizations 
which will help reduce occupational injuries and illnesses 
in the future. 

I think the minister would agree with me and all mem- 
bers of this House that when even one worker in Ontario 
dies or is injured in the workplace as a result of a job-re- 
lated accident or disease, that is one worker too many. It is 
and remains incumbent upon all of us as legislators to 
instil a safe working culture in Ontario which will ensure, 
and continue to ensure, that every week is occupational 
health and safety week in the province. 


Mrs Witmer: I am pleased to have this opportunity to 
rise on behalf of my colleagues in the Progressive Conser- 
vative Party and join the members from the other two 
parties in recognizing Occupational Health and Safety 
Week. 

The aim of this week is to make all citizens in this 
province aware of the vital need for sound health and 
safety programs in our workplaces. We must all focus our 
efforts on minimizing the risk of death and injury for 
workers and providing as safe a workplace as possible. In 
order to do this effectively, our occupational health and 
safety laws must be kept up to date and relevant to the 
changing nature of the workplace. 

I would like to take this opportunity to congratulate 
those individuals and organizations who sponsored events 
this year to promote this very special week. I would like to 
thank them for their commitment to the promotion of 
health and safety in the workplace. 

This is a good time to focus on safety in the workplace 
since many of our young people will be looking for em- 
ployment for the first time as they look for summer jobs. 
Statistics show that there are more young people hurt on 
the job than older workers. 

I would like to conclude by indicating our party’s com- 
mitment to working with all others in this province to 


make our workplaces even healthier and safer in the years 
ahead. 


| 
FISH AND WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT | 


Mr Cleary: On a point of privilege, Mr Speaker: 
brought an extremely important matter to the attention O 
the Minister of Natural Resources on 3 June and I have only 
received an empty acknowledgement from a staff person. | 

Mohawk Indians of Akwesasne are demanding that al 
area fishermen buy authorized Mohawk licences to fish it 
waters between Cornwall and Lancaster. Natives have saic 
that anyone caught without a Mohawk licence faces penal: 
ties of fines and impoundment of boats and equipment 
Meanwhile, the Ministry of Natural Resources has saic 
that fishermen need only an Ontario resident’s sports fish 
ing licence to fish in Ontario waters. 

Frustrated fishermen in the area are angry and art 
threatening to carry guns. I am afraid that any confronta 
tion may have tragic results. Since the Premier is going t¢ 
be in the riding— | 

The Speaker: The member for Cornwall, it is not : 
point of privilege. It is certainly a matter possibly for ques 
tion period. It is a matter that the member may wish t 
raise with the minister responsible, but I appreciate you 
drawing it to my attention. 


ORAL QUESTIONS 


TAX INCREASES 


Mr Nixon: I have a question of the Treasurer leadinj 
from his comments made rather informally yesterday tha 
he had decided to change in some way his gas guzzle 
extension announcement in the budget. 

Can he not announce to the House, in an area that j jus 
as desperately needs adjustment, that he is contemplating 
change to the imposition of a 31% increase in the diese 
fuel tax as it is imposed on the trucking industry? I nee 
not bring to the minister’s attention the economic prob 
lems truckers are facing. He is well aware of them. 


Hon Mr Laughren: I should clarify something tha 
the leader of the official opposition said. What I said yes 
terday was that we were working very hard to try to fine 
tune the gas guzzler tax in a way that satisfied a lot 0 


differing demands of that kind of tax. 


On the diesel tax to which the member specificall) 
refers, I have not contemplated making a change in that. 
do appreciate the fact that there are problems in the truck 
ing industry in this province. I would remind him, how 
ever, that those problems were there long before an’ 
increase in the diesel tax. 


Mr Nixon: I think the honourable Treasurer is correc 
when he says the problems have been growing for man 
years. But he would also be aware that his announcemer 
in the budget of a large increase—two 1.7- cents-per-litr 
increases, apparently following the visit of the lobbyin, 
association connected with the trucking industry—wa 
considered a decision by the minister that was difficult t 
understand. 

He would be aware from the information that come 
from the industry of the numbers of people involved. The 


estimate 230,000 involved with $5 billion in economic ac- 
sivity. The fact that every day bring lists of bankruptcies, 
the most recent being Glengarry Transport with 800 driv- 
ers, and the Ontario operations of the Canadian Transport 
Group the most recent one with 153 drivers, shows that 
this is a matter leading directly to unemployment. It is a 
matter over which the minister has direct control and on 
which he might very well adjust his tax decision. 

Can he not see fit in his mind to give them the same 
‘reatment that was given the gas guzzler tax sufferers and 
zive further consideration in this regard? 


Hon Mr Laughren: I would remind the honourable 
member that even before the truckers came to see me and 
to see the Minister of Transportation, the minister, the 
member for Etobicoke-Rexdale, took a major step towards 
nelping to resolve the problem in the trucking industry by 
declaring a moratorium on the issuance of new licences. 
As well, the minister is conducting a study into the com- 
petitiveness of the industry and has assured the people in 
the trucking industry that the study will be complete in 
August, if my memory serves me correctly. At that point, 
he will be reporting back to the trucking industry. 
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Mr Nixon: We recognize the government’s penchant 
for regulation, and we will be looking at this carefully to 
see how it benefits the industry. But the minister has to be 
aware of the appearance in this situation, where the Cana- 
dian Auto Workers had a very powerful spokesman indeed 
to lobby for it. He had no trouble to get in to see the 
Treasurer and probably has regular meetings with the Pre- 
mier as well. Once Bob White, the vice-president of the 
NDP, indicated some displeasure with this, the Treasurer 
was very quick to indicate publicly that he was going to 
reconsider and, yesterday, that he was going to fine-tune. 
| I think this would be very acceptable indeed, particu- 
larly to the Canadian Auto Workers. For the independent 
truckers, they do not happen to have a strong union voice. 
I hope it is not unfair for me to ask the Treasurer if he is 
prepared, along with the leader of the government, to rep- 
resent all the people in the province, not just those who can 
knock on the doors of the temporary high and mighty with 
the imprimatur of a labour union. Does he not understand 
that not ail the workers in this province are unionized but 
they must have a positive response from the Treasurer and 


the Premier? 


| Hon Mr Laughren: That is a most unfortunate char- 
acterization put by the leader of the official opposition. I 
temind him that when the truckers had a problem, they 
came in to see me. The door was open, they saw me, and 
they saw the Minister of Transportation. As well, when we 
talked about the gas guzzler tax, it was the industry that 
came in to see me. It was the dealers who came in; it was 
the representative of the workers, the union, CAW came 
in, and it was the environmentalists who came in. Why the 


member persists— 

Mr Nixon: Because the Treasurer won’t see the truckers. 
Hon Mr Laughren: That is not true; I have seen the 
truckers. Why the member insists on playing the trade 
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unions in this province as some kind of bad actor is be- 
yond my comprehension. 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


Hon Mr Laughren: As a matter of fact, we are most 
anxious to work with the business community, along with 
working people in this province, to make sure that we 
develop the kind of partnership that was never there when 
the Liberals were in office. 


NATIVE ISSUES 


Mr Conway: I have a question for my friend the hon- 
ourable member for Algoma, who is responsible at one and 
the same time for this government’s management of pro- 
vincial parks, fish and game policy, timber management, 
crown lands and native affairs. 

I would like to ask my friend arising out of his state- 
ment to the Legislature last week, about the dispatch of an 
unheard-of law firm named Sack, Goldblatt and Mitchell 
to act as this government’s negotiator in the question of the 
land claim of the Algonquin first nations in my part of 
eastern Ontario. 

Can the member for Algoma, as the minister responsi- 
ble for his several, not entirely compatible responsibilities, 
indicate what specific direction the New Democratic gov- 
ernment has provided to its negotiators, Messrs Goldblatt 
etc, as they go forward to negotiate a framework to resolve 
the Algonquin land claim? 

Hon Mr Wildman: I appreciate the member’s ques- 
tion. This is a very important issue. I want to say paren- 
thetically that I do not believe there is any inherent conflict 
in the many responsibilities the member enumerated. 

The instructions specifically to the law firm are quite 
Straightforward. They are to enter into negotiations to 
identify the issues related to the land claim, the areas in- 
volved, the need for the conclusion and finalizing of in- 
terim subagreements with regard to the exercise of the 
aboriginal rights to hunt and fish. They are to be specific- 
ally responsible for wide consultation with other interested 
groups in the area from various fields such as the naturalist 
community, the parks community, the tourist industry and 
so on. As the member will know, that process is on its way. 

The initial meeting was held at Golden Lake last Satur- 
day, and this week there have been consultation meetings 
taking place; one was held in Huntsville last night. The 
law firm is responsible for finding out what the concerns 
are of other groups specifically with regard to the negotia- 
tions and representing them at the negotiating table. 


Mr Conway: Still, the consultation meetings are the 
best-kept secret in my constituency. The Ottawa Valley 
press this week is replete with very positive, upbeat stories 
from all sides about the progress being made, and, given 
the significance and the sensitivity of this claim, we are 
undoubtedly encouraged by this. 

The question of the 80,000 people I represent in a 
county whose entire territory is subsumed in this land 
claim is this: What is on the table? What are Messrs Gold- 
blatt et al, mandated by the executive council of this prov- 
ince, to negotiate? 
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Would the minister care to comment, for example, on 
this possibility? Would he comment, in the negative or in 
the affirmative, that one of the possibilities is a willingness 
by this government to turn over entirely, on a permanent 
basis, the management of Algonquin Provincial Park, as 
we have known it, to the Algonquin first nations? 


Hon Mr Wildman: I guess the short answer is no. In 
adding to that, I do not want to prejudge the negotiations. 
Obviously we have to identify the issues and determine 
how we can reach a settlement which is a win-win settle- 
ment, an agreement that is acceptable to both sides. 

I frankly do not understand why the member is un- 
aware of the meetings. There was one held last night in 
Huntsville, and one the night before in Barrys Bay. 


Mr Conway: As the local member, I do not ever re- 
call being informed, and I met a lot of people who very 
interested to know about the meetings who were not in- 
formed. 

Mindful of this government’s anxiety, I am sure, to 
avoid anything like a Meech Lake catastrophe or the Alan 
Pope fiasco of some years ago, since the minister does not 
want to talk about what is on the table or what the govern- 
ment is prepared to negotiate by way of substance, would 
he perhaps answer this question: What kind of constituent 
assembly does the New Democratic government of On- 
tario imagine and plan for to involve the scores of stake- 
holders whose economic and recreational livelihoods are 
materially and vitally affected by whatever happens in 
these enormously important talks? 

Hon Mr Wildman: I want to emphasize once again 
that we as a government have emphasized to our negotia- 
tors that it is their responsibility to consult as widely as 
possible with all the stakeholders my friend enumerated. It 
is incumbent upon them to do that because we must inform 
them of what we are doing, we must determine what their 
interests and concerns are so that we can properly negoti- 
ate with the Algonquins of Golden Lake first nation and 
represent their concerns at the negotiating table. 

In terms of a constituent assembly, that is sort of a 
novel approach to negotiating. The Premier has indicated 
that we would entertain that approach in terms of the nego- 
tiations and discussions around the Constitution of Can- 
ada. Negotiations of a land claim are somewhat different, I 
am sure the member would understand, in terms of the 
kinds of issues involved. We cannot really anticipate hav- 
ing a multitude involved in the negotiations directly, but 
they must be involved in the consultations around that 
negotiation, and we are committed to ensuring that they 
are. 
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AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE 


Mr Harris: My question is for the Minister of Finan- 
cial Institutions. On the weekend the, Toronto Star re- 
ported that auto insurance companies must seek 
bureaucratic approval to cut their premium rates. Can the 
minister explain to me why some well-established compa- 
nies, in business for a long time in this province, have had 
to wait months and months on the bureaucracy to lower 
their rates and pass savings on to Ontario consumers? 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


Hon Mr Charlton: The leader of the. third party. 
when he his preparing for questions like this, should per- 
haps have his research staff check a little more carefully ir 
terms of the approvals process. 

First, the member will know that the approvals proces: 
was set up a year ago on the passage of Bill 68, a piece ol 
legislation introduced and passed by the former govern. 
ment. Second, there has been only one application to the 
Ontario Insurance Commission regarding a rate reduction 
an application which was turned around in two weeks. The 
member should know that nobody has been held up foi 
months and months as a result of the regulatory process. © 


Mr Harris: I realize the Liberals set up this disastrous 
bureaucracy, but the minister is now in charge of this di: 
sastrous bureaucracy. If the minister wants to blame the 
Liberals, I understand that and I blame them as well fo: 
their part in this disaster we are dealing with. | 

I would like to know if the minister has made any 
representations to the Treasurer on behalf of Ontario con. 
sumers and drivers with regard to all those policyholder: 
of the province who are insured with Dominion of Canad: 
auto insurance, which had a rate application proposa 
ready to go to the government to lower rates by 3% to 5% 
When the budget came out and increased the tax on insur. 
ance companies by 3%, in effect the Treasurer of Ontaric 
took that 3% to 5% rate cut right out of the pockets o 
drivers and consumers. 

I would like to know what representations the minister 
who I presume is the advocate for drivers and consumer: 
in this province who must buy the government’s compul 
sory auto insurance, has made to the Treasurer and to the 
cabinet on behalf of consumers of auto insurance in this 
province. 


Hon Mr Charlton: The leader of the third party 
seems to fail to understand what has happened with autc 
insurance premiums in the province and the profitabilit 
which has evolved under the Ontario motorist protection 
plan brought in by the former government. 

The profits for the last half of last year, after offsetting 
the losses in the first half of the year, equalled $250 mil 
lion; profits for the first quarter of this year equalled $226 
million. The fact that Dominion has not proceeded with : 
rate reduction application is the choice of Dominion. Oth 
ers, aS I have suggested, have proceeded with their rat 
applications. The profits in the industry indicate clearl 
that premium reductions should be happening across thi 
board. Unfortunately, the insurance companies are not fol 
lowing that responsible route. 


Mr Harris: The question had to deal with insurance 
companies that wanted to follow that route, but the Trea 
surer plucked that money out of the drivers’ hands befor 
they had a chance to pass it on to the consumers and thi 
drivers of this province. 

I wonder if the minister can explain to me why las 
Christmas Eve State Farm hand-delivered the applicatioi 
to the Ontario Insurance Commission and was not able 
with the final approval and nod, until three months after tha 
to pass on the savings to consumers, and what he is going to di 
to ensure that when the auto insurance companies—those tha 
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do not get the taxes and the money taken away by the 
Treasurer and the Premier—to expedite it so that those 
savings can be passed on immediately to consumers? 

_ Hon Mr Charlton: First, the member again should do 
ais research just a little bit more carefully. State Farm did 
1ot file a rate application for a rate reduction. What State 
farm filed was a rate application for a complete reworking 
of its classification system, including adding one addi- 
jonal class which most of the other companies in this 
orovince already had. There was no overall rate reduction 
srovided by State Farm, but it provided a very complex 
submission, which had to be reviewed. The basic rate ap- 
olications for increases or decreases are turned around on 
average in two weeks, as I have already suggested. 


Mr Harris: The minister says there has only been 
gne. It took three-months, but he has an industry average 
of two weeks. Give me a break. He has only got one to 
yase his average on, he told me, and it took three months. 


Mr Villeneuve: You didn’t say there was a reduction, 
‘ight? 
Mr Harris: That is right. 


GOVERNMENT SPENDING 


Mr Harris: My second question is to the Premier. On 
5 June, a Burlington company received these 17 enve- 
lopes, 17 of them to one company, each with a 40-cent 
stamp on it, each, I assume, costing the private sector aver- 
age of at least a buck, probably more than that, to send a 
letter out. 

These were from the Workers’ Compensation Board. 
All the envelopes were mailed on the same day. All these 
envelopes contained one sheet of paper. Each paper was a 
form letter confirming a claim. 

This may be profitable for Canada Post, but it is one 
more example of the type of waste by government and 
government agencies that is driving taxpayers and busi- 
nesses across this province absolutely bonkers. This type 
of mismanagement could only occur in the pabite sector 
and in crown corporations. 

I would like to ask the Premier, why does his govern- 
ment not have some form of commonsense controls in 
place to prevent this type of bureaucratic waste of money? 


_ Hon Mr Rae: I think the member points to an inter- 
esting suggestion with respect to an improvement in effi- 
ciency. I am sure people at the Workers’ Compensation 
Board will be interested in hearing his suggestion. I think 
he points to a problem. | would not diminish it or belittle it 
in any way. I think it is a good consumer and business- 
friendly suggestion and I will certainly bring it to the atten- 
tion of WCB. 

_ Mr Harris: I brought it to the Premier’s attention in 
that spirit, because what we have is something costing $17 
instead of $1, or a 17-times cost on this type of thing. 
Anybody who receives mail from the Ministry of Housing 
or others will know this is rampant and widespread in the 
government. 

The director of the Allied Boating Association of Can- 
ada indicated that 750 copies of a 7-page kit describing 
proposed new regulations to ban discharge of waste water 


2093 


were sent to him for distribution to his association. He 
believes the kits must have cost about $500 to send to 
them. This particular individual has a total of 80 members 
in his association. 

Can the Premier tell me what type of controls he has in 
place in all of his ministries to ensure that this massive 
amount of paper—in this case for the environment, most 
of it going back into dump sites somewhere in the environ- 
ment—that we do not continue to waste these kinds of 
dollars on postage, on letters, on garbage that is being sent 
out daily from ministry after ministry in this government? 
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Hon Mr Rae: Again, the member will appreciate that 
I am not familiar with all the facts of the case which he has 
described. I would just say that if there are any extra cop- 
ies, they can always be sent back. But I would certainly 
say to the member that, again, I think he points to a prob- 
lem, I think he points to an issue that people are becoming 
increasingly aware of. We are working at it within the 
government in terms of trying to reduce the paper flow and 
trying to turn the government into a more environment- 
friendly, user-friendly place. All these suggestions, which 
are very positive and very constructive, are ones we will 
certainly want to look at. 


Mr Harris: Let me try another. I brought an issue to 
the Premier’s attention some time ago about a $40 courier 
bill for a letter from his office. My office is receiving calls 
daily from taxpayers complaining about how this govern- 
ment is wasting money. 

One taxpayer called this week to tell me he received 
information from the Ministry of Tourism and Recreation 
by courier that could just as easily have been sent by mail. 
When he phoned and told staff at the ministry there was no 
rush, he was told, “Don’t worry, we usually send these 
things out by courier.” 

In these tough times, the private sector is forced to 
tighten its belt. Companies like General Motors have to cut 
costs to survive. It is unacceptable to me, it is unacceptable 
to taxpayers, to businesses, to families, to have this gov- 
ernment carry on wasting money daily, just in the simple 
communication to constituents. The Premier would know 
that a courier has to cost 5, 10, 15 times, in his case 40 
times, more than simple mail. 

Since we brought to his attention the flagrant abuse in 
his office, are there any directives or is there any action he 
has taken to ensure that we cut down on this kind of bu- 
reaucratic waste? 


Hon Mr Rae: The suggestions the member is making 
are very positive ones. I do not think there is anybody in 
this House who looks with favour upon examples of waste. 
When you can show examples of conspicuous waste, I 
think it is important that everyone hear about them and that 
we try to improve the situation. I think what the member is 
suggesting is something that everyone can agree on. No 
one is in favour of that kind of thing. 

I would just point out to the member that in terms of 
our overall approach to the budget, we have insisted to 
ministries that they severely restrict increases in depart- 
mental expenses to no more than 2% over the last year. 
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That is going to require some efficiencies just to be able to 
reach that level. 


CONFLICT OF INTEREST 


Mr Elston: I would like to return to the content of our 
notice of want of confidence motion yesterday and ask the 
Premier if he is familiar with the fact that one of his mem- 
bers, who advertises himself as the parliamentary assistant 
to the Minister of Tourism and Recreation, has gained a 
benefit for one of his constituents in front of the LLBO 
and in fact has bumped four other applicants from their 
hearing schedule so that his constituent may receive an 
early hearing. Is it the Premier’s view that it is perfectly in 
compliance with his conflict-of-interest guidelines and his 
code of conduct for parliamentary assistants that they are 
able to receive preferential treatment for their constituents 
over other valid applicants in front of a provincial tribunal? 


Hon Mr Rae: The member has made an allegation. I 
think I owe it to the House and to others to look into it, as I 
think would be fair in the circumstances, and to try to get 
back to the member. 


Mr Elston: I will send the material that I have at hand 
to the Premier, but I must say that the information which 
was given to us includes the following, and I will quote 
from written material: 

“For more than two weeks, the Premier’s office has 
been aware of these concerns. Undertakings to inquire into 
and respond to the matter have not been met and the 
method by which the highest political office in the province 

has handled the complaint has been totally unsatisfactory.” 

Since his office in fact has not responded for more than 
two weeks to this matter, and since the Premier’s office 
has known about this incident, predating the one of confi- 
dence, predating the interesting events that transpired here 
last week, I wonder if the Premier can now tell us that his 
office is totally without control or responsibility when it 
comes to the matter of conflict of interest and inquiring 
into the conduct of his members. 


Hon Mr Rae: I do not think, in fairness, that is fair. 
The member will appreciate that there is a very real differ- 
ence between an allegation that is made and an investiga- 
tion which is carried on in terms of looking into the 
allegation and proving the allegation. I think the member 
knows perfectly well, as well, that if there is a concern 
with respect to the Members’ Conflict of Interest Act, there 
is a procedure to be followed with respect to filing a for- 
mal complaint with Judge Evans. These provisions are 
there, and I would say to the member that if he has such a 
complaint or comment to make, that is another place 
where he can take it as well. 


GARBAGE DISPOSAL 


Mrs Marland: My question is to the Minister of the 
Environment. On 11 April the minister announced her de- 
cision to ban all future municipal solid waste incinerators. 
However, there are examples of incineration which do not 
precisely fit that definition of municipal solid waste incin- 
eration. The minister’s position on these related practices 
is not clear. 
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For instance, a company in my riding, St Lawrence 
Cement, wishes to burn refuse-derived fuel in its cement 
kilns. I know the minister is very familiar with their pro- 
posal. As the name of the fuel suggests, it is derived from 
municipal solid waste, but it has been processed so that it 
no longer is municipal solid waste. | 

Does the minister’s ban on municipal solid waste in- 
cineration include the burning of refuse-derived fuel? | 


Hon Mrs Grier: I am sure the member is well aware| 
of the kind of semantic definitions we get into when we! 
are talking about refuse-derived fuel and the forms in 
which it comes. There are those who say that shredded 
tires can in fact be refuse-derived fuel, and there are those. 
who take the general definition of municipal solid waste, | 
what is usually picked up by municipalities, from which) 
pellets or bricks are created; is that burnable? | 

The policy I announced on behalf of the government. 
was that all future incinerators designed to burn municipal 
solid waste would be banned in Ontario and that I would 
look into the operations of the existing and already P 
proved municipal incinerators. 

I made the point that there are a number of specialty 
incinerators. The member’s colleague raised the issue of 
biomedical waste yesterday, and I know there is wood 
waste and those others, which we are quite frankly looking) 
at trying to clarify the definitions, but we have not yet 
announced any policy with respect to that. / 


Mrs Marland: The minister did not make it quite 
clear whether she considers refuse-derived fuel a munici- 
pal solid waste in another form, and I would appreciate: 
that answer. I have written to ask the minister that, by the 
way. | 

Also, in the minister’s announcement she said she 
would review the Peel resource recovery incinerator in 
Brampton, which has not opened and which she just re- 
ferred to a minute ago. The Peel resource recovery facility 
would incinerate more than just municipal solid waste. It 
would also incinerate the huge amount of garbage that) 
comes off the planes from Pearson International Airport. 
As the minister knows, the garbage from planes must be 
disposed of in the vicinity of the airport since international 
regulations prohibit returning the garbage to its destina- 
tion. Airline garbage is not solid municipal waste, so again 
it is unclear whether the minister’s policy announcement 
applies to it. 

Can the minister tell this House whether she will per 
mit airport garbage to be incinerated, and if not, where she 
will dispose of it? Will she permit airports to incinerate. 
solid waste because it is on federal lands? There is no 
federal air zone freeze. 
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Hon Mrs Grier: The member raises an issue with 
which I suspect both she and I are very familiar, having: 
constituencies in municipalities abutting the airport. As she. 
will be aware, and perhaps other members of the House’ 
are not, the federal government has been struggling for 
some time with what to do with the waste from interna- 
tional airlines. Again, we are into definitions. Essentially, it. 
is food waste and packaging waste and all the things that 
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come off a plane, which if it were collected from a hotel in 
downtown Toronto would be municipal solid waste. Under 
the federal Department of Agriculture guidelines it cannot 
be landfilled, and that has been a very real issue. 

What I said with respect to the Peel incinerator was 
that we were reviewing its certificate of approval. The 
member indicated in her question that this incinerator was 
oresently licensed to burn the waste from the airport. That 
is not my understanding of the situation, and examination 
of that would be part of the review of the certificate of 
approval we are currently undertaking. 


CONFLICT OF INTEREST 


Hon Mr Rae: Mr Speaker, having received a copy of 
the record from the member, I wonder if I might possibly 
zive an answer to his question. 

First of all, I had the distinct impression from his ques- 
‘ion that the member wrote the letter. It was not; it was his 
constituency assistant. She says: “I have been asked to find 
jut why his client must wait so long for a hearing and, 
second, if there is any way of shortening the waiting period. 
[f you could respond to this letter, the above Bracebridge 
constituency resident would be most appreciative.” 

This is for a licence under the name of Uncle Buck’s 
Sports Lounge. The executive director of the Liquor Li- 
cence Board of Ontario says in response to this request of 
Uncle Buck’s for a speedup: “As a result of the applicant’s 
olea for urgency, and having received telephone calls from 
the applicant”—and he advised the applicant of the pro- 
cess—‘“four applications for licences which predated the 
application by Uncle Buck’s were bumped.” There is no 
reference at all in the correspondence or anywhere else to 
there having been any interference by the member for 
Muskoka-Georgian Bay whatsoever. 


Mr Elston: What the Premier did not read was the 
final page, which I knew he would not, because the testi- 
nony printed in front of his very eyes and underlined so he 
could distinctly see it is an indication that the hearing was 
1eld because pressure was put by Mr Hutton. He said Mr 
Hutton said, “You would not believe the pressure we put 
yn the member so that we could get this hearing now.” 

It is quite clear that the member for Muskoka-Georgian 
Bay’s office represented the facts on behalf of the lawyer 
‘or Uncle Buck’s and that in fact this was made as a 
change. 

It is obvious the Premier takes the easy way out, and in 
his case the Premier must still answer the question: If it 
was so easy for him within 15 seconds of looking at the 
naterial, why is it that over two weeks elapsed before his 
office would reply to the people who responded to the 
zarly hearing date for Uncle Buck’s Sports Lounge? 
Reading the full material, it is obvious the pressure 
made was what caused the change in the date. How does 
ve address the concerns of the applicants who were 
yumped? 

Hon Mr Rae: If you look at the record— 

Mr Bradley: Read the page. 


Hon Mr Rae: [| have the last page right here. It says: 
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“With all due respect, Mr Chairman, you will not be- 
lieve the pressure I had to put to bear upon my local mem- 
ber of parliament to make sure the hearing was this month. 
The board wanted to have it in July or August.” 

If you look at that statement there is nothing to suggest 
pressure, either in the response from the executive director 
or in the correspondence, which is not from the member 
for Muskoka-Georgian Bay; the correspondence is from a 
constituency assistant. This is the heavy pressure we are 
hearing from the constituency assistant: “I have been 
asked to find out why the client must wait so long for a 
hearing and, second, if there is any way of shortening the 
waiting period.” If that is pressure, give me a break; put it 
in some perspective. 

The Speaker: Before proceeding, just a reminder to 
the member for Sault Ste Marie, who believed he was next 
on the list. By our practice, when a member of the cabinet 
or the Premier stands to respond to a question asked ear- 
lier, there is a supplementary added, but we then move 
next in rotation beyond the government party. That is our 
practice. If you want to change the rules, go to the rules 
committee. 


SOFT DRINK CONTAINERS 

Mr McClelland: My question is for the Minister of 
the Environment. Last October she made a speech to the 
Recycling Council of Ontario. In that speech she stated her 
intention to maintain and continue to enforce the existing 
regulations with respect to soft drink refillable containers 
as of 1 April 1991. We have the figures in for this past 
April and they indicate the refillable container returns are 
at 13%. The regulation states and requires that 30% of 
containers be refillable. Is it still the minister’s intention to 
maintain and enforce the existing regulations? 

Hon Mrs Grier: The member is quite right. The chal- 
lenge I had issued to the soft drink companies was to meet 
the regulation of 30%. They have not done that, so the data 
submitted by the companies and the information has been 
referred by me to the investigations and enforcement 
branch of the ministry. 

Mr McClelland: The minister said she was going to 
vigorously and rigorously enforce the regulations. Have 
any charges been laid, and if not, why not? Is she going to 
maintain and enforce the regulations as she promised she 
would? Why have no charges been laid, if they have not? 
What is the minister going to do about keeping her promise? 

Hon Mrs Grier: The member was a parliamentary 
assistant to the former Minister of the Environment. I am 
sure he knows full well that the charges are not laid by me. 
When the information is received and totalled, as it has 
been in the first two weeks of June, it is referred to the 
investigations and enforcement branch, and decisions be- 
yond that are made by that branch. I indicated in my re- 
sponse to the first question that is precisely what has been 
done, that is how it ought to have been done and that is, I 
suspect, how it has always been done. 


NATIVE ISSUES 


Mr J. Wilson: My question is to the minister respon- 
sible for native affairs and Minister of Natural Resources. 
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On 28 March he announced in this Legislature he had 
signed a statement of intent to begin the process of resolv- 
ing the land claim of the Algonquins of Golden Lake, 
which he described as being very strong. 

The government’s position is apparently based on a 
five-year-old research report which contains a disclaimer 
that the report’s author reached no conclusions and recog- 
nized that other facts might subsequently be found having 
a bearing on the admissibility of the claim. 


Has the Ontario native affairs secretariat carried out 
additional research since the document in 1986 which as- 
sisted the minister in concluding that the Algonquins have 
a very strong land claim? 


Hon Mr Wildman: The report to which the member 
refers is the report by Lise Hansen of the Ontario native 
affairs secretariat. It is certainly true that during the pro- 
cess of analysing the claim there will be other information 
available. That is of course one reason we are consulting 
with all groups, including the ad hoc committee repre- 
sented at the meeting in Huntsville last night. We are look- 
ing forward to receiving more of the information they have 
as part of their research. The advice we received was based 
on the analysis done by officials in both the native affairs 
secretariat and the Ministry of the Attorney General. 
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Mr J. Wilson: One of the problems is that the minis- 
ter put the land claim together with the subagreements on 
hunting and fishing. The Ad Hoc Committee to Save Al- 


gonquin Park has been invited and has participated in dis- 


cussions on the subagreements, but it has not been invited 
to participate in discussions concerning the land claim. I 
am specifically asking him about the land claim today. 

The minister knows the Ad Hoc Committee to Save 
Algonquin Park released an information bulletin this 
morning and it examines the claim of the Algonquins of 
Golden Lake in great detail. As anticipated in the 1986 
research report by his ministry, the committee has found 
other facts it believes are relevant to the land-claim. In all, 
it points out no fewer than eight major flaws in the claim. 


On the basis of the committee’s findings, will the minister 
now undertake an in-depth historical and legal review of the 
Golden Lake claim to determine its validity and, until this is 
done, will the minister suspend negotiations on the land claim 
and the interim fishing and hunting agreements? 


Hon Mr Wildman: The member raises some impor- 
tant questions, but I want to indicate that the preamble to 
his question is incorrect. Last night, specifically in Hunts- 
ville, our negotiator said to a representative of the ad hoc 
committee that he would be interested in receiving the 
research they have done on the land claim. If the honour- 
able member has been informed that they have been told we 
do not want their information, that is completely incorrect. 

The fact is that the interim agreements are directly re- 
lated to the land claim. Obviously, there would not be a 
need for interim subagreements on the aboriginal rights if 
there were no land claim file we are now beginning to 
negotiate. There may be some inaccuracies in the Hansen 
report; I am not certain. But if there are, we are happy to 


are. 


I point out, though, there are also some inaccuracies in 


the paper presented at the news conference this morning, 


For one thing, it says I announced in January there would | 
be unlimited recreational hunting and fishing and unlim- | 
ited access by trucks, all-terrain vehicles and snowmobiles | 


discuss those and look at the research that indicates there | 


to over 1,000 members of the Golden Lake band. At-no | 


time have I ever made such a statement. 


ALGOMA STEEL CORP 
Mr Martin: My question is for the Minister of Mu- 


nicipal Affairs. Members are aware that those of us who | 


work and live in Sault Ste Marie these days are on the” 


edge of our seats as we await the outcome of the task force 
on Algoma Steel’s future and watch the daily drama unfold. 


A couple of particularly worrisome pieces are around | 
the commitment to the city regarding Algoma Steel paying - 


its taxes. We were hit not so long ago with an appeal of its 


assessment, which takes millions of dollars out of our pool | 


of money. Just recently we found out that Algoma is not 


going to be able to pay its present instalment of taxes and. 
in fact states it will have difficulty meeting its September | 


commitment. This removes $16 million from city coffers. 
What assistance, if any, can we expect from his ministry 


in light of these very serious decisions and the impact they 


are having on my city’s ability to carry out its functions? 

Hon Mr Cooke: I appreciate the question from the 
member. I also appreciate his ongoing interest and the 
many contacts he has made with our ministry to try to get 
this matter resolved and to achieve assistance for the peo- 
ple of his community. 


Our ministry has been in touch with the city of Sault | 
Ste Marie, and discussions will be going on to see what 


involvement and assistance we can provide. We have a 


program under our ministry to help communities detrimen- 
tally affected by drops in assessment due to the economy 


Or assessment appeals, and we will be able to provide as- | 
sistance. It is now just a matter of the negotiations and 
discussions with the city to see the level of assistance that 


will be needed in the member’s community. 


Mr Martin: In light of the very serious nature of this | 
question and the fact that as each day goes by the money | 
not coming in accumulates and the projects we have on | 
Stream, especially the anti-recessionary projects this gov- | 
ernment wants to participate in with the municipality, can 
the minister give me some time lines as to how quickly 
this will happen or some assurance it will be as quickly as _ 


possible? 


Hon Mr Cooke: As a result of the conversations I had 
with the member earlier today, I have talked to ministry 
officials and impressed upon them, and they already un- 
derstood very clearly, that his community needs an answer 
very quickly. I can assure the member that answer will be 
within the next few days. We are working with the com- © 
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munity as quickly as we can to determine the level of 
assistance required, but the answer will be quick. 
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| MINING INDUSTRY 


Mr Miclash: My question is to the Minister of Mines. 

All indications are that the Ontario mining industry is in 
serious trouble. All we have to do is look at the facts. By 
the Minister of Mines’s own account, nine mines have 
recently closed in Ontario. There are few prospects of new 
mines on the horizon, and when there is a potential for a 
new project, like Shoal Lake in my riding, the NDP seems 
to want to ignore it. 
Ontario exploration expenditures have plummeted as 
well, and two days ago the Minister of Northern Develop- 
ment announced that the final 700 direct mining jobs in 
Elliot Lake are to be phased out in the next five years. This 
brings the total direct mining jobs lost to over 3,000 in 
Elliot Lake alone. The facts are clear: People are losing 
their jobs and, as I say, Ontario mining is in crisis; yet we 
have a Minister of Mines who continues to act as if every- 
thing is as it should be. 

My question to the Minister of Mines is specific and 
direct. As late as 25 March, the minister told the House 
that there was nothing to worry about and that in fact 
mining employment levels are the same now as they were 
two years ago. Can the minister tell us whether he really 
still believes the statements he made on 25 March are 
accurate and if not, can he clarify this information for the 
House now? 


Hon Mr Pouliot: If you choose to put the onus on the 
negative, you will say the mining sector has been some- 
what or severely impacted. If you wish to put the onus on 
the positive, and therefore to look to the future with confi- 
dence, you will readily acquiesce that the mining industry 
is still an industry that contributes $7 billion to the econ- 
omy of Ontario, that employs directly and indirectly 
80,000 to 85,000 people and that among industrial sectors, 
mining pays the most money; it puts the most money into 
people’s pockets. 

We do not, unfortunately, control the price of gold. We 
do not have an input with the London Metal Exchange. We 
do not control whether a major corporation in Chile will 
significantly impact the price of copper, zinc, lead, indus- 
trial or other minerals. But all systems are go. We are 
spending $4 million with the Ontario prospectors assis- 


taxpayers’ money for junior exploration companies. That is 
not all. There is $30 million between the feds and the 
province so that mining will continue to have its rightful 
place under the sun and a leading role in the economic 
development of this province. 


Mr Miclash: That answer is not going to sia well 
for the many miners who are out of work or for the many 
mining towns that have been closed down. By improperly 
Tepresenting the health of the mining industry, as the min- 
ister just has, he is actually jeopardizing any chance that 
this industry, vital to the economy of this province, as he 
indicates, is going to recover. 

The Ontario mining industry is in a crisis and perma- 
nent job loss is the result. The minister knows that very 
well. Yet while the rest of the world is adapting to global 
technological changes, the NDP Minister of Mines is 


tance program to help prospectors. There is $11 million of 


handing out fake gold coins reliving Ontario’s past. While 
Quebec steams past us in terms of exploration incentives, 
the minister again is sitting on his hands, again blaming 
the federal government. While other jurisdictions are ag- 
gressively seeking out mining investment, this minister is 
content to oversee many programs that, as he indicated, 
were initiated by our former government. 

Again, my question is a simple one. Can the Minister 
of Mines point to one significant new initiative, one per- 
sonal intervention, anything that has renewed investor con- 
fidence, buoyed exploration expenditures or lured 
industrial growth in the mining industry to this province? 
One example of his own initiative since taking Office is all 
I want. 


Hon Mr Pouliot: As the member is aware, it is not 
the style of this government to take credit for the increase 
in the OPAP program. We work in the collective for the 
benefit of people outside these walls, whom I respect. 
After such a lengthy question, it would perhaps have been 
appropriate if the member opposite had come up, in the 
spirit of partnership, with some innovative, imaginative 
ideas. 

Yes, he is right, we are constantly rising to the chal- 
lenge by rearranging the dollars that are available to min- 
ing. We are very cognizant that you cannot turn gravel into 
gold. Only the opposition can pretend to do that. We know 
about our responsibility. In a mining town, while the going 
is good, you survive for five, 10, 15 and 20 years. We are 
most aware that resources are finite, that we have a respon- 
sibility to diversify. Fascinating, interesting. We are doing 
what we can to find other mines and yet we are diversify- 
ing. Not tales of Houdini, the real world of today. 
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TRUCKING INDUSTRY 


Mr Arnott: That is a hard act to follow, but I have a 
question for the Minister of Transportation and it deals 
with his moratorium on the issuance of new trucking 
licences. 

On 25 April the minister announced he would issue no 
new trucking licences to applicants who wished to operate | 
in Ontario. It has been suggested to me from a number of 
sources that the minister had no statutory authority what- 
soever to do this and so has been acting without statutory 
authority for almost two months. Would the minister indi- 
cate whether this is true? If it is, when is he going to 
introduce the required amendments? 


Hon Mr Philip: No, it is not true, and the legislation 
will be introduced hopefully before the House adjourns. 


Mr Arnott: I do not understand the response. He said 
it was not true and yet he has to put forward legislation. 

The minister has repeatedly been asked by the trucking 
industry for lower taxes to level the playing field so our 
carriers can compete against their US counterparts, but we 
have heard today from the Treasurer that he is not contem- 


‘plating a reduction of the diesel fuel tax. 


Would the minister care to share with the members of 
this House what specific initiatives he is considering, other 
than the licence moratorium and the registration and bond- 
ing of load brokers, to save Ontario’s trucking industry? 
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Can he assure the House that his plans do not include 
further reregulation of the trucking industry, such as the 
introduction of a route rate schedule? 

Hon Mr Philip: I had a very interesting and favour- 
able meeting with my federal counterpart, the Minister of 
Transport, in Ottawa last week. We are looking at a variety 
of proposals and seeing where we may be able to work 
together in a co-operative spirit to deal with the problems 
of the transportation industry that were caused, of course, 
by the deregulation by the federal Tories in Ottawa and the 
provincial Liberals here in Ontario. 

I am pleased at the result of that meeting. The federal 
government does have a study, which is now before the 
federal Minister of Transport. He has said he will work 
jointly with me after he has had a chance to study that. 
Both my federal counterpart and I hope to work together 
with the trucking industry to resolve a very difficult situa- 
tion, which was not created by this government but which 
we are willing to deal with. 


COMMUNITY INFORMATION CENTRES 


Ms Haeck: My question is for the Minister of Culture 
and Communications. My riding is very fortunate to have 
a community information centre. It is called Information 
Niagara, and I wish to take this opportunity to congratulate 
them for a job well done. They have been there for many, 
many years. This centre serves St Catharines and the Niag- 
ara Peninsula, responding to people’s inquiries for a vari- 
ety of crucial community information; for instance, day 
care, community information in general, single-parent pro- 
grams, housing, family assistance and questions relating to 
food and shelter. 

I understand the minister has quite recently provided a 
5.5% increase in operating grants for community informa- 
tion centres across this province. Given the current eco- 
nomic situation and the increased demand for the services 
provided by community information centres, is the 5.5% 
sufficient to provide these very valuable and necessary ser- 
vices and enough for the survival of CICs themselves? 


Hon Mr Marchese: I want to thank the member for 
St Catharines-Brock for the question. There are approxi- 
mately 76 community information centres across Ontario; 
56 are supported by us. As the member has correctly men- 
tioned, they provide valuable information about govern- 
ment and community services in Ontario, many of which 
have been traditionally marginalized, I should point out. 

The community information centres have been experi- 
encing chronic underfunding for many years. What is 
worse is that the previous government eliminated commu- 
nity information centres from the ministry’s budget in a 
constraint program. What we have done as a government, 
which I think will help many of them across Ontario, is we 
have reinstated the full CIC budget into the ministry, and 
we have given a 5.5% increase in operating grants in 1991- 
1992, which is the most significant increase in over five 
years. As well, we have just announced a safety net fund- 
ing program to prevent layoffs and reduction in hours of 
operations. 


Ms Haeck: I would further like to ask what the future 
holds for community information centres in light of all the 
funding the minister has now put back into place? 


Hon Mr Marchese: This government is undertaking a 
review of public access to government human services in- 
formation. This review will look at how the average per- 
son obtains information from governments. It will also 
look at whether we are duplicating services. 

We are also looking at how community information 
centres fit into the whole network of access to information. 
I think it is important for the Liberal Party as well. The 
Association of Community Information Centres in Ontario 
and other community organizations as well as other minis- 
tries will be part of an advisory group to advise us on how 
well people are receiving information in Ontario. We will 
have the recommendations of that later on this year. 


Mr Bradley: I thought there was going to be some 
revenge for five years, three months and four days of those 
kinds of answers from me, but there is not. 


JORDAN BRIDGE 


Mr Bradley: Jordan Bridge is falling down. My ques- 
tion is for the Minister of Transportation, who would likely 
be aware that the bridge over Jordan Harbour is falling 
apart at this time. The mayor of Jordan, the mayor of 
Vineland, the mayor Beamsville, the mayor of all Lincoln, 
Ray Konkle, has called for its replacement. In fact, he said: 
“Tt is not a question of if the bridge will fall; it is a ques- 
tion of when. They’ve got an accident waiting to happen. 
Three pieces of the Niagara-bound bridge have already 
fallen into the harbour, with the last piece measuring about 
46 centimetres by 20 centimetres.” The St Catharines Stan- 
dard in an editorial on 17 June has called for its replacement. 

Will the minister give instructions to his ministry to 
replace the bridge over the Jordan Harbour immediately to 
avoid an unfortunate accident and potential long delays for 
the member for Lincoln, the member for St Catharines- 
Brock and all the people in the Niagara Peninsula and the 
tourists? Will he do this favour for us? Will he announce 
this today and make everyone in the province satisfied and 
our visitors to this province as well? 


Hon Mr Philip: I am: so pleased the member has 
asked a question of me on this. I am sure he would be 
more familiar with Mr Konkle than I am, but I have read 
Mayor Konkle’s statements. Indeed, there was a failure in 
the sense that there was a punching failure, which occurred 
in the deck of the south structure on 20 April 1990. It was 
a single, localized failure involving a piece of deck about 
the size of a dinner plate, not large sections of deck, as 
some people have indicated and as the press may have 
played up. I would not want the member to exaggerate the 
seriousness of the problem in any way, as some people 
may have. 


I am sure the member, being a member of the standing 
committee on public accounts, would want value for 
money. The member knows we are committed to replacing 
that bridge in the next five years. I can assure him that my 
staff have examined the bridge, that we are monitoring it, 
that there is no safety problem and that the bridge will be 
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replaced on schedule. But it would be completely prema- 
‘ture to make major alterations to a bridge that is going to 
be replaced on schedule within the next five years. I am 
sure the member, being concerned about the taxpayers, 
would agree with the actions of the ministry. 


VISITORS 


The Speaker: I am pleased to acknowledge the pres- 
ence this afternoon of five visiting police officers from 
New York City who are seated in the members’ gallery 
west. 


NOTICE OF DISSATISFACTION 


_ Mr Conway: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker: Under 
standing order 33(a) I would like to serve notice of my 
dissatisfaction with an answer provided by the member for 
Algoma, and I serve notice that I would like to pursue this 
-at adjournment later today. 


The Speaker: If the member will fill out the neces- 
sary documentation. 
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PETITIONS 


SOCIAL WORK 


Ms Poole: I have a petition addressed to the Legislative 
Assembly of Ontario, which contains some 120 signatures. 
“Yes, I demand that the Rae government act immedi- 
ately to introduce a social work act for Ontario. Without 
this urgently needed legislation, every member of the pub- 
lic in Ontario, including those most vulnerable and disen- 
franchised, remains at enormous and unnecessary risk. 
“Mr Rae, your government must act now. Building a 
strong Ontario for tomorrow is dependent on protecting 
the children and families of today.” 
I have signed this petition and wholeheartedly agree 
with it. 


FRENCH-LANGUAGE SERVICES 


Mr Runciman: [| have a petition addressed to the Leg- 
islative Assembly. It reads in an abbreviated fashion: 
“We, the undersigned, request that the French Lan- 
guage Services Act be repealed and its artificial structures 
dismantled immediately, and English declared as the offi- 
cial language of Ontario and government, its institutions 
and services.” 


HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION 


Mr Martin: The following people have signed this 
petition, and it is for the Minister of Transportation: 
“We oppose any highway development that would en- 
croach on the pristine environment of the Hiawatha con- 
servation areas, including Kinsmen Park, Crystal Creek 
Conservation Area, Wishart Park and all Ministry of Natu- 
ral Resources and fish hatcheries property, including adja- 
cent buffer zones and watersheds. This includes the 
Ministry of Transportation-proposed highway corridor 
alternatives. 
“We feel that any highway development within these 
corridors would degrade the quality of life in residential 
communities, have a high impact on the social environ- 
ment, ski paths, trailways, and have a direct impact on 
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natural environments that are currently enjoyed by thou- 
sands each year. In addition, substantial economic impact 
would occur on prime tax and recreation land. 

“We strongly urge that the above proposed highway 
corridors not be given further consideration, and be re- 
moved from the list of alternatives.” 

I send this to the Minister of Transportation with a 
letter signed by myself. 


REPORTS BY COMMITTEES 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON 
REGULATIONS AND PRIVATE BILLS 

Mr Hansen from the standing committee on regula- 
tions and private bills presented the following report and 
moved its adoption: 

Your committee begs to report the following bills with- 
out amendments: 

Bill Pr31, An Act respecting the City of Ottawa; 

Bill Pr42, An Act to revive Magnum International Pro- 
ductions Inc; 

Bill Pr65, An Act to revive Multimobile Corporation 
Limited; 

Bill Pr75, An Act respecting the City of Chatham. 

Your committee begs to report the following bills as 
amended: 

Bill Pr33, An Act respecting the City of Toronto; 

Bill Pr34, An Act respecting the City of Toronto; 

Bill Pr50, An Act respecting the City of Toronto; 

Bill Pr63, An Act respecting the City of Ottawa. 


Motion agreed to. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON 
GOVERNMENT AGENCIES 
Mr Runciman from the standing committee on gov- 
ernment agencies presented the committee’s 11th report. 


The Speaker: Pursuant to standing order 104(g)(14), 
the report is deemed to be adopted by the House. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILL 


FREEDOM OF INFORMATION AND 
PROTECTION OF PRIVACY 
STATUTE LAW AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT DES LOIS 
RELATIVES E L’ACCAS E LINFORMATION 
ET LA PROTECTION DE LA VIE PRIVEE 


Mr Tilson moved first reading of Bill 128, An Act to 
amend the Law related to the Freedom of Information and 
Protection of Privacy. 


M. Tilson propose la premiére lecture du projet de 
loi 128, Loi portant modification des lois relatives a l’ac- 
cés a |’information et la protection de la vie privée. 

Motion agreed to, 

La motion est adoptée. 

Mr Tilson: The purpose of this bill is to amend the 
Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, 
1987 and the Municipal Freedom of Information and Pro- 
tection of Privacy Act, 1989 to provide access to informa- 
tion relating to the salary of public service employees. 
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The bill amends only to the English version of the 
Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, 
1987; the Legislature has not yet adopted an official 
French version of this act. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


ONTARIO LOAN ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 SUR LES EMPRUNTS DE L’ONTARIO 


Miss Martel, on behalf of Mr Laughren, moved third 
reading of Bill 81, An Act to authorize borrowing on the 
credit of the Consolidated Revenue Fund. 


Mlle Martel, au nom de M. Laughren, propose la troi- 
siéme lecture du projet de loi 81, Loi autorisant des em- 
prunts garantis par le Trésor. 


The Speaker: Is it the pleasure of the House that the 
motion carry? 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: No? All those in favour will please say 
aye.” 

Hon Miss Martel: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: 
There will be a short debate on this, as I understand. 


Mr Bradley: As we seem to be moving towards the 
end of the session, this is an opportunity to deal with the 
matters directly or indirectly related to this particular bill, 
and I will attempt to do so today. 

There is a recognition that governments do not have all 
of their funds coming in immediately and that there is a 
need for at least some borrowing to take place in the prov- 
ince. We are concerned about the level of borrowing taking 
place, the amount of money required and the amount of 
interest that is going to be paid, but those matters have 
been dealt with rather extensively in the House in previous 
interventions, mine included, during second reading. 

I did want to mention a couple of the things where I 
thought the borrowing would be applicable. I am con- 
cerned that if this bill goes through the money will not be 
allocated to these areas of great importance. One of them 
is the Ontario scholarship, which used to be offered in the 
final year of secondary school, which we used to call grade 
13, to students who worked very hard and were able to 
achieve at least 80% in their six best subjects in that last 
year. | 

This was something a lot of students looked forward 
to, not only the recognition of being called Ontario schol- 
ars but the financial reward of $100, which was tangible 
recognition of the particular work on their part and of their 
achievement. It was a bit of an incentive for some who 
saw that they were close to the mark and perhaps were 
able to put in a little extra effort to mobilize the resources 
in appropriate fashion in order to achieve this. I expect that 
the Ontario Secondary School Teachers’ Federation, the 
members of which understand there is a great deal of good 
in providing this scholarship to young people in our prov- 
ince, would be opposed to this, and I am sure the govern- 
ment will be hearing from them. 

Those young people I have discussed it with who in the 
past have received this particular award, or who were 
working very hard in anticipation of receiving it this year, 
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are very disappointed that it is being discontinued. I ask 
members to think, for instance, if they were students work: 
ing extremely hard in secondary school this year, recogniz: 
ing that one of the titles they could attain was Ontaric 
scholar and one of the rewards they could receive was the 
$100 scholarship that went with it, how they would feel tc 
be told almost at the end of the school year that they were 
not:to receive that money. 
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I hoped the government would reconsider in its bud. 
get—the largest budget; I think we are over $52 billior 
now—that it would not take it out on the young people ir 
our province. I have not come to a conclusion yet whether: 
they are right or wrong, but some people in this province 
have suggested that the real reason is that the NDP does 
not like to reward success or excellence because somehow 
it elevates some people above other people. Certainly I ar 
evaluating that particular point of view put forward. I hope 
that if the Minister of Education recognizes that there are 
some who feel this way, some who perhaps unjustifiably 
or justifiably have come to this conclusion, and that it is 
necessary to restore the faith of the young people in ou 
province, the Ministry of Education and the government oi 
Ontario. It was particularly disconcerting that the rug was 
pulled out from underneath them at the very last minute. I 
would have been bad enough had the government an. 
nounced, “Next year you’re not going to receive it.” Bu 
taking it out at the very last moment I thought was rathe1 
mean on the part of the government. 

We had some police officers here from New York City 
I was wondering whether those officers would be people 
with golden helmets and part of a special precision team ir 
New York state, as we have in Ontario. The member fo: 
Algoma-Manitoulin was telling me that the OPP Golder 
Helmets precision team visited Little Current or one of the 
other communities in his constituency for the last time as 
the OPP Golden Helmets. He explained to me how sad the 
people of that community were that the NDP governmen 
was removing this tradition and taking away from the po: 
lice force of Ontario a very good public relations compo: 
nent, a good relationship with the people of this province 
They said, “This must be in keeping with the fact that the 
OPP Pipes and Drums are disappearing”—another institu: 
tion which has been so well received, particularly in the 
smaller communities of the province, certainly in my owr 
community in the grape and wine festival parade, where 
some of the largest and most boisterous rounds of applaus¢ 
come when the Golden Helmets come down St Paul Stree 
in St Catharines or when the Pipes and Drums are hearc 
from a distance.“ 

But the Golden Helmets are disappearing and the OPE 
Pipes and Drums are being silenced by a government tha 
simply does not seem to care about the traditions that have 
been built up in this province over the years. The membe: 
for Durham East is a man who respects tradition, and ir 
his heart of hearts he probably believes the funding shoulc 
be restored for the Pipes and Drums, which have instillec 
pride in so many, not only in Canada over the years but ir 
a place across the large pond called the Atlantic Ocean. | 
lament that. | 


| 
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) The Minister of Health was here earlier. She smiles 
_ each time I rise because she believes I am going to ask her 
a question about the CAT scanner, or lack thereof, in the 
| Niagara region. I thought when the Treasurer was borrow- 
ing the large amount of money contained in this bill, that 
he was borrowing part of it for Ministry of Health opera- 
tions. He would not have to borrow it, mind you, for the 
capital cost of a CAT scanner or one of the other machines 
similar to it to serve people in the Niagara region, because 
the capital costs would be assumed by the people of the 
- community, who would be delighted to have the opportu- 
_ nity to raise those funds. But of course they need the per- 
/ mission of the Ministry of Health. 
We heard the stories the other day of some animals, in 
| the middle of the night, being able to get some CAT scans 
in the greater Metropolitan Toronto area. People were con- 
_ cerned in St Catharines and Niagara Falls and Virgil and 
 Niagara-on-the-Lake and Bismarck and Camden and the 
very many communities in the Niagara Peninsula when 
they heard that it was available for animals, but we could 
not get a second CAT scanner to serve the people of the 


_ Niagara region, people who have to wait some four 


months to receive this service in many cases, and people 
_who have to go through discomforting and disconcerting 
tests which are much more intrusive than a CAT scan 
would be, also the people who have to head to the United 
States to receive this service, costing the taxpayer addi- 
tional money and costing themselves additional money to 
go to the United States. I would have hoped that when the 
Treasurer was borrowing, he was borrowing for the pur- 
pose of the operating cost of this CAT scanner for the 


_ Niagara region. 


I would have liked to have gone to the Niagara District 
Health Council’s annual meeting today, because this is the 
number one priority for it, but of course I said I would be 


in the Legislature today, raising this particular issue once 


again and drawing it to the attention of the NDP govern- 


_ ment, which in opposition seemed to be so much in favour 
_ of good investments in health care and is now being stingy 
and taking a long time dithering and delaying about put- 


| 


ting a second CAT scanner in the Niagara region. 

I see members from the Hamilton area here. They have 
CAT scanners in their hospitals that service people in their 
area. Sometimes people are fortunate enough to be able to 
access those. The members for the Hamilton area know 
that the CAT scanners they have are necessary to serve the 
people in their immediate area and that they do not want 
their people bumped from the list because someone has to 
come in from outside, someone who does not have that 
service available to them. 

I hope the Treasurer will reconsider that. 

The registrar general’s office: The Minister of Con- 
sumer and Commercial Relations will be interested in this. 
The move has taken place to Thunder Bay, and the staff do 
their very best to attempt to service everyone in Ontario, 
including the MPPs. Something the minister probably does 
not know is happening, however. I have to keep this rela- 
tively confidential, because it is in a confidential area. The 
member for St Catharines-Brock would be aware of this; 
her office received the same telephone call yesterday. This 


is from social workers who are dealing with adoptive par- 
ents. They cannot call my office or the member for St 
Catharines-Brock’s office or any other office to get us to 
assist in obtaining a birth certificate in an expeditious man- 
ner because of confidentiality. These are certified birth cer- 
tificates, the long birth certificates, we are talking about. 
Because they are dealing entirely in confidentiality, they 
cannot share that information with any of the members of 
the Legislature. I know one person said she had waited 
since October for one of the long birth certificates. 

What disconcerting is that people are now hiring law- 
yers in Thunder Bay to expedite the service. I do not mean 
in any illegal fashion at all. They happen to be in Thunder 
Bay and they happen to know the law. People are now 
having to spend—how much does a lawyer make an hour? 
Any lawyers in here?—whatever they make an hour. It can 
be very expensive, depending on the quality, I guess, of the 
lawyer or the community, but it is costing these people 
some considerable sum of additional money than it would 
otherwise to get these expedited. When they say expedited, 
they mean a matter of weeks, not a matter of days. 

I am glad the Minister of Consumer and Commercial 
Relations is here. I know she would be concerned about 
this. I know she will look into this matter, because no one 
should have to hire a lawyer in Thunder Bay, no social 
workers, no adoptive parents should have to hire a lawyer 
in Thunder Bay to do this work, which should normally go 
through the Ministry of Consumer and Commercial Rela- 
tions. Knowing her concern, I know she will be quick to 
look into that. 

I heard the leader of the third party raise the issue of 
waste. Earl Armstrong in St Catharines, a person who 
speaks his mind on many occasions, spoke to a number of 
MPPs and government offices about getting information 
from the select committee on Ontario in Confederation. 
The Chair of the Constitution committee is here today. He 
is one of my favourite members of the House because he 
knows how to vote politically on all the issues that come 
up on private members’ day. I always tell the members of 
the NDP they should watch him, because he is a smart 
politician. 

Anyway, his committee—and it is not his fault person- 
ally; I do not want to attribute it to him or to any of the 
members of the committee—I know the members want to 
get the information out. This is a dilemma. I should not be 
understanding of the government, but I am going to be 
understanding. 
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These people have received three and four and five 
copies of certain things coming from that committee, and 
they have received it in pretty expensive mailing opera- 
tions. I hope this government and all of us who are associ- 
ated with the Legislature, and all members are in this 
category, would do our best to provide the information 
expeditiously, but at the same time to do it in a way which 
is economic for the people of this province and environ- 
mentally sensitive. 


Hon Mr Pouliot: It’s the other guy. The third party 
does it better. 
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Mr Bradley: Certainly the leader of the third party as 
his lead question raised this issue today, so it must be 
important. 

I mentioned that Jordan Bridge was falling down. Cer- 
tainly the mayor of the town of Lincoln, Ray Konkle, has 
had his photograph taken taking photographs of the bridge 
falling down. It is not only a matter of the people who go 
in boats under the bridge, and the cement falling down and 
the wood falling down on those people, but what is impor- 
tant to those of us in the peninsula, and we know this, is 
that I would not want to see the member for St Catharines- 
Brock delayed getting to the Legislature for a vote which 
could cause the downfall of the government because the 
bridge is falling down. I would not want to see damage to 
her car, because she would have to access the insurance 
system and she would find out that the rates are remaining 
quite low, despite the chagrin of this government at that 
fact. 


Mr Scott: Peter Kormos will have introduced fault by 
then. 

Mr Bradley: I know there is another member who has 
a Corvette, and he likely would not be faced with a prob- 
lem with this, because the Corvette moves more quickly 
than some of the other vehicles and he is unlikely to have 
this problem. 

But it is a serious problem. Some may remember read- 
ing the story about a situation in New York state where a 
bridge fell down and I think there were some fatalities and 
some people who were hurt. We do not want this to hap- 
pen. It is a heavily travelled road. I know, as the minister 
has pointed out today, there is a schedule five years from 
now when the bridge is to be replaced. I hope the minister 
would consider accelerating that, particularly in view of 
the fact we are in a recession. It is money that has to be 
spent anyway. It is not new money, it is not over and 
above, it has to be invested anyway. Therefore, this prob- 
lem, which has arisen since the NDP came into power, is 
one that must be solved by the New Democratic Party. 

I also would like the Treasurer, when he is borrowing 
money and when he has to talk to the other ministers, to 
consider using his influence with the federal government, 
which is considerable—I saw that he was getting along 
very well at the recent federal-provincial meeting; he said 
no one was picking on him at that particular meeting—to 
bring about a situation where one of the Department of 
National Defence contracts goes to Port Weller. 

The reason I say that is that the Treasurer’s government 
is borrowing money, and one of the reasons he is borrow- 
ing money is to construct a new ferry for Pelee Island. This 
was negotiated by the previous Liberal government and 
confirmed very well, and I gave credit, by the new govern- 
ment of Ontario to go through with this contract. That is 
helpful to Port Weller. The province is doing its share. | 
hope the Treasurer, when he is talking about this loan bill 
to his federal minister, will indicate that Nora Blyde of St 
Catharines is correct when she says that Port Weller needs 
more contracts, that we need employment. We have to 
bring it back to its days of 800, 900 and 1,000 employees. 


The federal government has it within its jurisdiction to do 
this. 

The member one sits in the chair now, a member from 
eastern Ontario, knows of a concern when he sees so many, 
contracts of a federal nature going to an adjacent province: 
and his municipality perhaps does not have the same ac- 
cess to those. I share that concern with him, and I hope that 
the federal government, when it is considering this, will 
remember that our Treasurer is in the midst of attempting 
to fight a recession and that he needs some federal govern- 
ment help. One of the best ways to do that is to invest 
money in the province by having a contract for a mine- 
sweeper or one of the other major contracts for the Depart- 
ment of National Defence going to Port Weller Dry Docks 
in St Catharines. I know the representatives of the union in 
that case—Dave Brown has called me on a number of 
occasions, and other representatives of the union—would 
appreciate this as well, because they are people who are 
excellent workers and people who require this to keep 
bread on the table for their families. 

I also would like to talk about the tax on auto workers 
one more time, because the borrowing will be influenced. 
That is how I get this into this particular debate. The Trea- 
surer will say that perhaps I have raised this too often in 
the House, but I do not think you can raise anything too 
often. 

I want to say I at long last have a glimmer of hope, 
because while the Treasurer talked before about some 
meetings he would have with others about this matter, he 
has now suggested he is going to, I think he used the word 
“fine-tune” this particular tax measure. I want to commend 
him on at least taking that step of fine-tuning, because 
certainly auto workers in my constituency, the CAW bar- 
gaining unit in my constituency, and I am sure in all auto- 
making communities in the province—the Minister of 
Labour would be on my side on this. I know he is probably 
the buzz-saw in cabinet now who is making the Treasurer 
sit up and think about these matters, because he and I have 
been on the same platform at the CAW hall, Local 199, in 
St Catharines fighting for many of the same causes in 
years gone by. I know he is on my side on this issue, and it 
is good to see that he is there. 

I see the member for Lincoln and the member for St 
Catharines-Brock. They probably both agree with me. I do 
not expect them to rise in the Legislature and say so, be- 
cause both would like to be in the cabinet some day and 
you do not get into the cabinet by rising in the House and 
publicly pestering the Treasurer or any other members of 
government. But I am sure that behind closed doors they 
have made similar representations, because the member 
for Lincoln, for instance, was a valued employee at Gen- 
eral Motors who knows the operation there probably as 
intricately as any member of this Legislature, and he 
knows how important that industry is to the city of St 
Catharines and the Niagara Peninsula. 


Hon Mr Laughren: Who? 


Mr Bradley: I am referring to hes member for Lincoln 
on this occasion. 
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I was reading a story about the Treasurer in the Hamil- 
ton Spectator that said he had roots in southern Ontario as 
well, in the Haldimand area, so he understands, I am sure, 


and he has had it brought to his attention by representa- 
‘tives. You often have a hard time, and the member for 


Lincoln would understand this, and some other members, 


bringing management and labour together. They disagree 


on many, many items, particularly in terms of collective 


bargaining. 
But our Treasurer has brought labour and management 


together on an issue by imposing a tax on auto workers in 


this province. He has done this, and the company has said, 
“This is bad for our sales; this is not good for the auto 
industry.” The union has said, “This is bad for our workers 
and their employment prospects.” All of them understand 
that we are in the midst of the deepest recession since the 
1930s, and they understand that the competition that is 
being faced today is unprecedented, from offshore, from 
Mexico, from Asia, from South America even, now, from 
Europe and certainly from the United States. They know 
the imposition of this tax at this time is unwise. 

The Treasurer has chastised me in the House from time 
to time to say: “You were the Minister of the Environment. 
You should understand the reason we’re doing it. It’s for 
the environment.” I wish I could believe that. I would 
never say that the Treasurer would be misleading the 
House, because he is a man of integrity and he would not 
do that. But I know generically what Treasurers are like, 
right across the country, and the thing they like most is 
putting their hands on the money of the taxpayers in the 
province, of getting revenues. I suspect—I could be 
wrong; the Treasurer would tell I am wrong—it is a tax 
grab disguised as an environmental tax, disguised as a con- 
servation tax. 
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I really believe our Treasurer should not just tinker 
with it, not just—what is the word we are using now? The 
word they were using in the newspaper that said he was 
doing something with the tax. 

Hon Mr Laughren: Fine-tuning. 


Mr Bradley: Fine-tuning. He should not just fine-tune 
it, because it is not that our vehicles in Ontario would not 


benefit from some fine-tuning; what they really need is 
replacement. 


| 


Mr Conway: That is what John White attempted to 
call his famous energy tax. 

Mr Bradley: John White, a former Treasurer of this 
province, attempted to call his energy tax “fine-tuning,” 


_and of course he had to withdraw his tax. 


Mr Conway: He tried to call his backdown fine-tuning. 
Mr Bradley: It was a backdown. 


I would say to the member for Renfrew North, who 


intervenes in this debate, that I have already promised the 
Treasurer that if he withdraws his tax I will not call the 


| 
| 


retreat. I have promised him that. A strategic withdrawal, 


perhaps; a retreat, never. I said I would publicly compli- 
‘ment him if he totally withdrew this tax and replaced it 
with a financial incentive for people to purchase new vehi- 
cles in Ontario. 
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Hon Mr Laughren: What about the revenues? 


Mr Bradley: What would that do? First of all, it 
would increase revenues for the Treasurer. That is what he 
is most concerned about. How would it do it? More people 
would buy vehicles; they have to pay sales tax— 


Hon Mr Laughren: Sounds like Reaganomics. Ron- 
ald Reagan is a Liberal. 


Mr Bradley: No, no. They have to buy vehicles, they 
pay sales tax and it increases the revenues. It is interesting 
that the number one concern of the Treasurer as he inter- 
jects is revenue. I thought the number one concern was the 
environment. Now I hear it is revenue. He says, “What am 
I going to do for the revenue?” I am suggesting to him that 
he will benefit from this stimulation of the provincial 
economy. 

You say, “What does that do environmentally?” Envi- 
ronmentally, what it does is the following. Brand-new ve- 
hicles have far better emission controls than the older 
vehicles. Second, their fuel efficiency is far better than the 
older vehicles’ is. So if the Treasurer is really interested in 
an environmental gesture of importance, he accomplishes 
both by following my direction and suggestions. He im- 
proves the air quality, he improves the fuel efficiency in 
this province, and at the same time the bonus is this: he 
gets some cash from it, although maybe not as much as he 
would like. But the other benefit is for the auto workers in 
this province, people who live in my street and whom I 
and others in this Legislature represent, who would then 
see increased sales of vehicles and so the assembly plants 
do much better economically and the parts plants, those 
who produce parts for the vehicles in this province, do 
better. 


Mr Hope: They get most of their parts from the 
States. 


Mr Bradley: The member for Chatham-Kent says 
they get most of their parts in the United States. I will have 
to check with representatives of the CAW in St Catharines 
and my neighbours— 


Mr Hope: Local 199. 


Mr Bradley: Local 676 at Hayes-Dana as well. I will 
check with those people, add in 199 in St Catharines and I 
will check with my neighbours who work in various auto 
plants and parts plants in our area to see if indeed most of 
the parts are made in the United States and they do not 
have to worry about the Treasurer’s tax on auto workers. I 
will have to see if that is the case. I somehow do not think 
so from my conversations so far with those individuals and 
what I have read about what they have had to say. 

Anyway, I look forward with anticipation to the an- 
nouncement of the provincial Treasurer of this change. I 
hope it is momentous. If he does it in the Legislature in- 
stead of waiting until the Legislature stops, I want to be 
able to rise in this Legislature and pay tribute to a Trea- 
surer who had the intestinal fortitude and wisdom and con- 
sensus-seeking ability, as had the Minister of Labour who 
did the same thing with Bill 70, who did a lot of consulting 
with people and then came in and said, “It’s not the bill I 
wanted originally, but I understand it’s probably a better 
bill the way I have developed it.” I will look forward to the 
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Treasurer doing that. Knowing that he is the open-minded 
person he is, everyone who represents Chelmsford over 
the years and Walden and many of those fine communities, 
Chapleau and others— 


Hon Mr Laughren: Shining Tree; do not leave out 
Shining Tree. 

Mr Bradley: Shining Tree—would be a person who 
would think possibly about that potential change. 

The other thing I think this loans bill deals with, and I 
wonder about passing it, is patronage. 


Hon Mr Laughren: You are running on a bit, though. 


Mr Bradley: The Treasurer suggests I sit down right 
now. I have observed the New Democratic Party in the 
federal Parliament over the years. I used to get the federal 
Hansards. I still have them down in my basement. Some 
would suggest I have everything down in my basement— 
newspapers, you name it, it is down there; even the federal 
Hansards. 

I have observed the New Democratic Party. I used to 
read the speeches of David Lewis, and what an eloquent 
orator he was in the federal House. Son Stephen, in the 
provincial House, I had the privilege of sitting with for 
some period of time. 


Mr Conway: Stephen was so eloquent and so pure 
that when Brian Mulroney called he said, “Ready, aye 
ready.” 


Mr Bradley: I was not thinking of that patronage ap- 
pointment because I think that was a good choice. I happen 
to think that when Ian Deans, former member for Hamil- 
ton Mountain in the federal Parliament, took the federal 
appointment at $94,000—it would be over $100,000 
now—that was fine; it was a good appointment and I did 
not become angry with him. 

When Ed Broadbent took his appointment from Brian 
Mulroney at over $100,000, no one heard me get up in this 
Legislature and object, because I know that was a good 
appointment to a commission which deals with human 
tights. When Stephen Lewis was appointed as ambassador 
to the United Nations, I did not object to that; I think it was 
an appropriate appointment. 

I was convinced, as perhaps the Speaker was, that the 
NDP was different; that somehow there would not be the 
list of patronage appointments. Now I look in my own area 
and other areas and see that all the New Democrats are 
getting appointments. 


Hon Mr Hampton: We are appointing former Liberal 
MPPs as judges. 


Mr Bradley: The Attorney General interjects. I am 
not standing here to object to that. I am standing here to 
object to the fact that the New Democrats portray them- 
selves as different from other parties. The Treasurer and | 
probably agree on the matter. 

This morning before the committee, Michael Cassidy, 
former leader of the NDP, was just appointed to the On- 
tario Hydro board. I have not seen a more partisan perfor- 
mance before a legislative committee than I saw with 
Michael Cassidy. But I expected it. I happened to like 
Michael Cassidy; a lot of people in the NDP apparently did 
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not. I admired him. I did not agree with him all the time, 
but I thought in the House he made some interesting point) 
against the government of the time. 


Mr Conway: They would not even know that his fae 
ther ran for the Liberal leadership and was denounced, 1 
think, after the fact by his son. 


Mr Bradley: But there we are in committee. We do. 
not vote this week on this. I have to give it some serious 
consideration. 

We have had several New Democrats who have been| 
appointed to various positions. There is a token Liberal 
and a token Conservative who are appointed, but by and 
large this bunch makes the Liberals and Conservatives 
look like amateurs when ‘it comes to patronage appoint- 
ments. My concern was, I was always led to believe the 
New Democrats were different, that they are a different 
breed of people in terms of public morality and ethics and 
that things such as patronage would disappear. 

The Premier set up a committee of the Legislature 
which, of course, is somewhat of a joke because the gov- 
ernment has the majority, there is so little time to consider 
the appointments, it is just going through the motions. But 
there is Michael Cassidy before the committee this morn- 
ing saying, was it not nice that we have this new process. 
He just zipped right through the committee and his ap- 
pointment was confirmed. 
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Ish Theilheimer, who was the many-time candidate for 
the NDP in Renfrew North, did not even have to go to the 
committee. He was appointed right away. 

I remember when we used to sit around the cabinet 
table and there would be some really good former Liberal 
members and we would say, “We can’t appoint those peo- 
ple because that’s political patronage to do it.” But I look 
at these people and they do not worry about that. Ish was. 
there right away. 

I had a number of people who were perhaps not happy 
with me in the Liberal Party because I would not cham- 
pion the cause of former candidates or necessarily those 
who had worked hard for the party. What happens now? 
The NDP is not different. What we would conclude in this 
Legislature over the last nine months is not that the 
NDP—TI had better be careful when I say this—was mea- 
surably worse then the other parties but that it is the same 
as the other parties. 

The Premier changes his tune. The Premier is a differ- 
ent man today that he was before. I used to watch him in 
opposition. Some of our members resented the Premier of 
the province of Ontario, Bob Rae, when he was Leader of 
the Opposition. I remember he called for my resignation at 
least once or twice—everybody did at one time or other— 


and people said to me: “Don’t you dislike Bob Rae for 


that? He is so unfair. There is no evidence at all of tainted 
fuel. Here he is. He has his members walking out and he 
puts on a big show and he wants you to resign. Don’t you 
resent that?” I said: “No. That is the role of the Leader of 
the Opposition.” 

The Leader of the Opposition has the role and respon-. 
sibility to criticize and to establish standards. My objection 
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_is to how the Premier’s standards have changed now he is 
‘the Premier instead of the opposition leader, and how his 
own members, when they commit indiscretions, are al- 
_lowed to continue in cabinet or are allowed to be apolo- 
_gized for, when I can recall that his standards were 
different in opposition, when he pointed the finger and 
called for everyone’s resignation. 

__. What does that say? It says that Bob Rae is the same as 
_any other politician we have seen in Ontario. It is part of 
government; it is part of opposition. I could say he is 
worse, but I am waiting to make a judgement on that. | 
have always liked the member for York South as an indi- 
vidual. Members of this Legislature know that, but I cer- 


tainly have found my view different toda,y watching how 
his standards have changed in government from when they 
were in opposition. 


I know the member for Renfrew North is probably 
interested in making an intervention in this particular de- 
bate. I do not think he has spoken on this, but before I 
finish, I just saw something else I should mention. When 
the Treasurer is borrowing the money, I want him to know 
there is a rally on the bridge at Port Weller on 30 June. 


This rally is set up by Nora Blyde, who wants to see that 


federal government contract. I want the people of this 


' province to know about that. 


I have many other issues we could deal with, but in 
fairness, we are in third reading of this bill and third read- 


ing is why it should not be read. I want to give other 
-members an opportunity to make some interventions be- 


cause I will have a chance, when the tax bills come before 


the House, to make my representations at that time. I will 
have a chance to talk about whether the tax is going to 


provide money so that the Minister of Education can pro- 
vide 60% of the cost of education, as the NDP promised 


the Ontario Secondary School Teachers’ Federation and 


other teacher affiliates with which I am well acquainted 
and in which I know many people. I could deal with a 
number of other issues, but I really believe the member for 
Renfrew North probably has a contribution to make of 
some significance that should be permitted at this time. 


Mrs Haslam: I was almost out the door today when I 
heard the member for St Catharines get up and talk about a 


committee that I serve on, and I thought perhaps I would 


share some other, clearer views of that committee with 


people. 


We are trying to be very different. We have opened up 
the process, we advertise for these positions out in the 
community. That book is available. I know my riding of- 
fice has it; I know my library has it; I know I have one in 
my office right now. Anybody who wants to come and 
look at a job can do so. I have people come in and say they 
would be interested and I always say: “Please make an 
application. Here is the process. Here are the forms.” | 
think that is very, very good for the community. They feel 
there is now an open process, that they all have a chance at 
some of these positions. 

Let’s face it, I do not give patronage positions. I do not 
say: “Here is a New Democrat here. Here is a New Demo- 
crat there.” They send in a résumé, they send in their job 
application, and I think that is very important. 


When the member talks about voting for Michael Cas- 
sidy this morning, I find that very strange because the only 
person there besides the four government members was 
one other member. One other member bothered to show up 
to vote today, and I find it very, very interesting when he 
says, “Gee, we don’t want to have him come in.” 

It is very interesting, when we interview people, one of 
the first questions is, “Are you a member of a political 
party?” We have had more Liberals come up there, we 
have had more people with no allocation to any party 
whatsoever, and when they finally find somebody that 
says, “Yes, I am a member,” there is utter shock. They grab 
their hearts, they go, “Oh my God, an NDP is going to get 
a job there.” Talk about theatrics. It is just amazing to sit in 
this committee and look at the surprise and shock on their 
faces. 

I see my time if up, but I just feel it was important to 
bring the true things out in this debate. 


Mr Bradley: In reply, I mention first of all that when 
Mr Cassidy was before the committee, there were four 
Liberal members sitting there, even though three is all that 
are allotted, and all were involved in the discussion of his 
appointment. . 

The appointments in the province have been advertised 
for some period of time now. They have got a new book. It 
is all nicely bound and very colourful, and they think this is 
something new. Those have been advertised for some period 
of time now in changes made by the previous government. 

The government majority in the committee ensures that 
anybody who is appointed by the Premier of Ontario will 
in fact be appointed. I am sure there may be some consul- 
tation with the members of the NDP caucus ahead of time, 
to tell them that these are the people who are going to be 
appointed. 

There is a very limited amount of time available to 
question these people. Frankly, the committee could have 
sat the entire morning questioning Michael Cassidy on his 
views on Ontario Hydro and his qualifications to sit on 
that particular board. We were very concerned that this 
board is becoming a political board, which will be in- 
structed and directed by the Premier’s office, the corner 
office in this building. That is why we were concerned and 
why we wanted to ask those questions. 

We know we cannot call independent witnesses. We 
cannot call somebody else in to say, “Michael Cassidy is 
not qualified,” or “Michael Cassidy is qualified for the 
following reasons.” Nor can we receive formal written 
representations in that regard. We are limited in the num- 
ber of people we can see coming through this particular 
committee. 

It is essentially a sham. It is an illusion of some kind of 
scrutiny and process that makes a difference when in effect 
it is simply a rubber stamp for the Premier of Ontario to 
make his patronage appointments. He has every right to 
make those appointments. He was elected as Premier. But 
he does not have a right to portray this committee as inde- 
pendent and useful. 
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Mr Turnbull: This of course is a routine type of bill, 
getting borrowing authority. What is not routine about this 
is the enormous amount of money we are talking about. 
The government wants authority to borrow $10.4 billion in 
the fiscal year 1991-92, which accounts for $9.7 billion of 
the debt it is running up and $639 million for debt retirement. 

We see that the province’s total debt will be $51.7 
billion in 1991-92, which is up from $42.3 billion last year. 
As a percentage of our gross domestic product the total 
debt will increase from 15% in 1990-91 to 18.3% in 1991- 
92. Per capita debt will jump from $4,338 last year to 
$5,226 this year. That is an increase of 20.5%, and accord- 
ing to the budget documents, we are going to see an in- 
crease in debt load of up to approximately $8,000 for 
every man, woman and child in the province within the 
next four years, this government’s mandate. 

I am absolutely alarmed. I am struck by a couple of the 
comments that were made to the Treasurer on his sojourn 
to New York, where he attempted’ to sell this ridiculous 
budget of his. The comment was made, “There is an abso- 
lute lack of reality.’ Another commentator said, “This is 
lotusland ostriches.” Indeed it is true. We have a govern- 
ment which admittedly does not have any experience. Un- 
fortunately they are getting the experience the hard way, 
and the whole of Ontario is paying for that experience. 

I have a very strong belief that I should speak to this 
issue constantly, irrespective of what government may be 
in power. That is the fact that if we as a society believe we 
need that vast array of government services, then we 
should at least have the decency to pay for it in taxes. We 
should not leave that debt to our children, and that is what 
we are doing— 


Mr Carr: And our grandchildren. 
Mr Turnbull: And our grandchildren indeed. 
Mr Hope: It sounds like a Conservative slogan. 


Mr Turnbull: It is a Conservative slogan. The mem- 
ber across the way is exactly right. This party very clearly 
believes in living within our means. It is something which 
has been very good for Canada over the years, and as we 
move away from that value, we see that the options that 
are open to this province and indeed the country are se- 
verely limited. 

I have often heard comments made by the governing 
party with respect to the federal debt. I am not happy with 
the debt, which certainly was Trudeau’s debt, but the fed- 
eral government has not wrestled it down. I ask the Trea- 
surer if he wants to repeat the mistakes that were made at 
the federal level. Does he want to pile up that debt so we 
do not have options in the future, we have no manoeuvring 
room? Eight thousand dollars per man, woman and child 
by the end of this government’s mandate. That is abso- 
lutely frightening. It does not just hurt Ontario, it hurts the 
whole of Canada. Any effort to reduce the interest rates in 
Canada are defeated by this level of government borrowing. 

The Treasurer is nodding his head. I do not know if he 
is going to sleep or if he is agreeing with me or what, but it 
is indeed a fact that we directly attack the ability of the 
Bank of Canada to reduce interest rates when we go out 
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and have huge public borrowings. Not only that, but we | 
also have the problem that private industry has to suffer — 


because of this. Money becomes less available to them. 
We have had 14 tax increases in the last budget, a little 
over $1 billion worth of taxes, but the worst is yet to come. 
When we peruse the budget documents, we see from the 
revenue forecast—this is the Treasurer’s revenue forecast, 
obviously based upon the kind of growth he is predicting 
for the economy—we are going to have something in the 
region of $9 billion or $10 billion worth of extra taxes 


before this government’s mandate is over, and I do not | 


know if our industry can take it. 


We have had 40 tax increases from 1985 and business 
is concluding that this is a very bad place to do business. I 
was struck by comments that were made by the Minister of 
Industry, Trade and Technology in Paris this week: “We 


expect the economy to begin recovering later this year. We — 
are now forecasting an average growth of nearly 4% in | 


each of the next three years.” 
If we are going to have that kind of growth, why on 


earth do we continue to run the huge deficits that are pre- — 


dicted? There is no excuse for this. If you run a deficit in a 
year when you have a great recession, given the fact that I 
understand the Treasurer is a Keynesian economist, then 
Keynes would surely dictate that you would pay it back in 


the years when you recover. But there is no projection for — 


the payback of that. 


A further comment was made by the Minister of Indus- — 


try, Trade and Technology in Paris: “The forecast is based 
on the underlying strengths of the province’s economy, 
strengths that give Ontario a competitive edge in the global 
economic race, strengths that we must constantly build on 
to maintain our competitive edge.” 

That is absolutely correct, but we are not helping our 
competitive edge with some of the silly laws that are being 
brought forward. Thank goodness this government has had 


the sense to take away some of the absolutely ridiculous — 


aspects of Bill 70. 


The worst about that is the message that it sends out to 
business. If any of the unions think the government is 


doing them a favour, they are wrong, because companies — 


are leaving and they are very quiet about it. They just 
simply leave very quietly. . 


Interjection. 


Mr Turnbull: I have a rather foolish member across | 
the floor raving on about free trade, the same member who | 


made the statement before, quite erroneously, that most of 
the auto parts are sourced from the United States. He obvi- 
ously does not understand numbers and he should indeed 
examine the record. Last year was the first year in history 


that Ontario had a positive balance of trade with the United — 


States and a big chunk of that was from the automobile 
sector. In other words, free trade has given us a positive 
balance of trade. Amazing. 


The member can stick his head in the sand as long as 
he wants. I can tell him the trouble is that industry is not 


sticking its head in the sand. It is leaving, and it is leaving — 
with our jobs, jobs for our children, jobs that allow people | 
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to pay taxes to give all of the support services we hold dear 
to have a good, solid, compassionate society. 

Another comment was made by the Minister of Indus- 
try, Trade and Technology: “As such, we believe that long- 
term competitiveness in today’s global economy is 
achieved through a well-trained and educated workforce, 
partnership between labour and management, concern for 
‘the environment and’ investment in both innovation and 
research and development.” 

I could not have said it better. That is exactly what we 
need, co-operation. But this is not a government which is 
showing any co-operation. It is showing all kinds of sham 
consultation, but we know how the consultation is re- 
flected in the legislation that is coming down. We have 
seen it in the housing bill, a bill that is totally flawed and is 
dedicated to driving the private sector out of housing. 

If they want to be honest and say, “We do not want any 
private sector housing,” frankly I will disagree with them, 
but I will have a lot more respect for them, instead of 
driving down people’s investments and then forcing them 
out of business. 

The impact on business is quite profound. Ontario has 
been losing jobs at a much faster rate than any other prov- 
ince in Canada. We are losing 12,000 jobs per day. 


Mr Mammoliti: Why? 


Mr Turnbull: One of the NDP members is asking 
why. Indeed the member should ask himself the same 
question. The answer is that— 

Interjections. 

1600 

The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): Order. The 
honourable member for York Mills has the floor and is 
very legitimately participating in the debate. If any other 
members want to participate in this debate, let them re- 
sume their seats and they will have their turn. Interjections 
are out of order, particularly from members who are not in 
their seats. The honourable member for York Mills, please 
continue. 


Mr Turnbull: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 
Interjections. 


Mr Turnbull: The heckling reflects the nervousness 
this government has over the fact that this province is 
losing jobs faster than the other provinces, and the reason 
for that is the bad decisions this government is making. 
That is 12,000 jobs a day. Our real gross domestic product 
is expected to shrink by 3.3%. Now any government in its 
tight mind that would like to see its citizens prosper does 
not relish a reduction in its gross domestic product. 

It is not all of its making, I have to say. There is a 
world recession on and frankly, yes, they took over the 
fiscal mess from the Liberals when they took office. We 
know that. Nevertheless, they are the government and they 
have a responsibility to ensure that the children of all the 
people of Ontario have a future. The way they are going 
about it, there is no future. . 

I am struck by the number of my personal friends who 
are talking about leaving this province. These are people 
who have brought jobs and prosperity to the province. I am 


particularly perplexed at the hyperbole that comes from 
the governing party. It just simply does not understand 
what this government is doing to the economy, and it cer- 
tainly does not recognize the strengths the Ontario econ- 
omy had and the significant social directions in which the 
Conservative Party took this province in 42 years of good 
government. I think an awful lot of people are beginning to 
look back to those days with great relish. 

I was knocking on some doors a couple of weeks ago, 
and there was a wiry little Scot who said he had been an 
NDP supporter all his life since he came over from Scot- 
land, and he had been a socialist in Britain. He was blam- 
ing the Bob Rae government. I was quite curious. I 
thought we would get some harangue about the Mulroney 
government. It is nothing to do with me but I expected 
that, but he was blaming the Bob Rae socialist government 
in Ontario, and he said he will never vote NDP again. 

Nevertheless, it is not too late for them. If they have 
aspirations to form the next government, then reform the 
government now in such a way that there are policies 
which are consistent with continuing the Ontario domi- 
nance in Canada in terms of the economic base. 

We saw all kinds of promises in the last election bro- 
ken. We saw promises that we would have a lessening of 
the tax burden on householders and that education would 
be borne more by the province, but that is not being done. 
We see the commercial concentration tax, a tax they spoke 
against, which the Liberals brought in; they have declined 
to do anything about this. 


Mr Carr: And now they love the revenue. 


Mr Turnbull: And now they love the revenue. Is that 
not true? . 

I guess every government is allowed to rethink its poli- 
cies. We are simply saying that they should rethink their 
policies in a sensible way which is consistent with keeping 
our industrial base. Otherwise they will have nothing to 
govern. Do they want to put out a sign, “The last person 
out of Ontario, switch off the lights”? 

We have further comments from the member for Osh- 
awa: “We realize that governments alone cannot create 
sustainable prosperity. Instead, governments can and must 
create conditions where labour, business and members of 
the community can co-operate to create economic 
growth.” 

They will not create economic growth in a mood of 
panic, and there is among the business element a mood of 
panic today. This is something they urgently need to ad- 
dress. This is their responsibility. They can laugh at it if 
they wish, but the province is going down and it is going 
down very quickly. If they do not read the financial papers 
and do not understand the reality of the Ontario economy, I 
am sorry, but at least there are some members of the gov- 
ernment who can read those papers and understand them, 
and they must know the reality. 

They have to get some control of the fiscal affairs of 
this government. They should not spend our children’s fu- 
ture. That is just deferred taxation. If they want the taxpay- 
ers of Ontario to have the benefits that they think they 
need, ask them and then tax the people. I do not advocate 


2108 


any more taxes. I am saying we cannot afford any more 
taxes. But I am saying further than that, if they really need 
those services, then let’s at least be honest, people from 
every party, and pay the taxes that are needed to support 
this province so we do not disappear into a sea of debt we 
will never recover from. I have doubts that at the federal 
level any party will ever be able to get rid of the debt. 
They should not repeat the mistake here. 


Mr Mahoney: Do you want more taxes? 


Mr Turnbull: I do not want more taxes. Basically we 
have to start cutting services. The best way to start is that 
we have to look at every single ministry and have sunset 
clauses so that we look at the program and see if it is 
delivering value at a period set out after every legislative 
move. We really believe they should have cut the broader 
public service sector’s pay increases. Some senior civil 
servants are going to get an $11,000 increase this year. We 
know the senior civil servants do not like what they are 
doing, but the government should not not try to buy their 
allegiance. It has to rely on people in guaranteed jobs at a 
reasonable amount of money doing their jobs. 

If we had kept the broader public service down to a 2% 
increase this year, we could have saved $750 million. That 
is $50 million more than this government’s job initiative. 
They could have funded it out of that. 

Simplistically, the government says: “Oh, no. You’re 
taking it out on the backs of the workers.” No, we are not 
taking it out on the backs of the workers. These are senior 
civil servants who are getting $11,000 a year. How dare 
they spend the taxpayers’ money in this irresponsible way? 
There is no need to borrow this amount of money if they 
would manage the economy properly, which they are not 
doing. 

Eventually we are going to have to pay the bill and the 
only way we can pay the bill is by stopping spending now 
so that we do not further add to the bill. We need private 
sector jobs, not public sector jobs. We need to stimulate 
that and give confidence to the private sector, and they are 
not sending messages at the moment which give the pri- 
vate sector confidence. 

Interjections. 

Mr Turnbull: If they think it is funny that companies 
are leaving the province, they are dead wrong. They are 
180 degrees in the wrong direction at this moment. 

Hon Mr Wildman: We have all heard that phrase before. 

Mr Turnbull: They will hear that phrase again too; 
180 degrees in the wrong direction. They know it and they 
know they are dropping in the polls, but opinion polls 
should not be the reason that drives a government to good 
legislation. It should be the sense that says, “We want to 
protect the economy and the base which allows our citi- 
zens to earn a living,” and I am not talking about adding 
more public service jobs; I am talking about private sector 
jobs which pay taxes and pay for their salaries. 

1610 


Mr O’Connor: The previous speaker in this House 
talked about the fact that our children are going to have to 
pay for this. Let’s take a look at some of the children he 
does not talk about. Let’s talk about the one in seven children 
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in this province who has to rely on social assistance for 
food. Let’s talk about the 40% of the people who are depen- 
dent on social assistance in this province who are children. 


Mr Mammoliti: He does not care about them. 


Mr O’Connor: Does he not care about them? Maybe 
he does not care about those children, but those children 
really matter to us. He never talked about the one quarter 
of a million jobs that have been lost in this province since 
last spring as a direct result of the free trade deal. He does 
not talk about the costs that we as a government are going 
to spend, $4.9 billion on social assistance to recognize 
people’s needs. People are what governments are all about. 
We are here to recognize the needs of people, and by gosh 
we are going to do it. 

He does not care about sestesieentin? about the peo- 
ple unemployed running at 10%. He does not care about 
them. The Canadian federal government does not care 
about them. They have cut the UI payments and they have 
cut the social transfer payments. We do not need that. 

He has not mentioned the fact that corporate taxes are 
down because we are not making as much. They are down 
by $1 billion. In fact, that is a lot of money that we could 
be using right now. We have not increased one corporate 
tax in that budget. 

What we have to look at here are the needs of the 
children he has talked about. I do not think that the one in 
seven children who has to rely on social assistance for his 
next meal should be the one who has to pay that price, 
because I do not think the people of Ontario think we 
should not feed the children of this province. Thank good- 
ness we have a government that recognizes the needs of 
children and reacts in the right way. 


Mr Ruprecht: The member for York Mills is talking 
about the debt load. As all members know, in this Legisla- 
ture it lends itself to a certain amount of partisanship, but 
on the whole the fact that comes through loud and clear is 
that this government is either unwilling or unable to come 
to grips with the economy, which is in a downspin, and the 
question remains, what will this government do to stop 
investment from leaving the province and the daily job 
losses we have to sustain? 

Partisanship aside, would all of us not and should all of 
us not be interested in ensuring that every Ontarian has a 
right to a job, has a right to an adequate lifestyle? I think 
essentially that is the question and it simply cannot be that 
this government is only looking after the interests of its 
own constituencies. That obviously cannot be the case, 
because we are being approached day after day by group 
after group that is unable to get access to this government. 
We can provide the names of those organizations and the 
government, the NDP, has come to this place saying it will 
consult widely with everyone. 

My friends, the fact remains we all have a responsibil- 
ity not only for consultation, but a reflection in the law 
being produced, of what is taking place in this Legislature, 
in the economy, and we simply say, “Let us move in the 
right direction and get the job done.” 
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Mr Carr: I would like to add to the debate because I 
would like to make a couple of points in reply to the 
statement by my colleague. 

To put in perspective what the cost will be to this prov- 
ince at the end of the mandate of this government, the 

interest alone on the debt will be $1 million an hour, 24 
hours a day, seven days a week, 365 days of the year; not 
to pay for programs for children, education, health care or 
the environment, just to pay the interest on the deficit 
alone. 
I get to reply and two minutes is my reply time; 
$30,000 will be spent in that two minutes, not to pay for 
health care, the environment, or for those children, just to 
pay the interest on the deficit alone. 

One thing the people on the other side do not realize is 
our social programs do not depend on the compassion of 
government, they depend on a healthy and prosperous 
economy. This group does not understand, and when they 
destroy the economy as they are doing it is going to de- 
stroy the social programs that, ironically, they care so 
much about. 

The mentality of this government: Anything that 
moves, they tax it, and if it still moves they regulate it. 
When it goes out of business they subsidize it. That is the 
socialist way. By the time four years are up we are going 
to be in sad shape because we are not going to have any 

money to pay for the social programs. We are just going to 
be paying the interest. In the two minutes I have stood up 
here we will spend $30,000 just on interest and it is a 
crime. 


Hon Mr Wildman: I listened with interest to the 
comments of my friend opposite and I want to point out 
that while everyone in this House recognizes that impor- 
tant social programs, particularly in a period of economic 
downturn like this, are dependent on the revenues that 
come to the government from ordinary citizens and the 
corporate sector. We all must recognize we did not in- 
crease any corporate or income taxes in the budget because 
we did not want to send the wrong message to industry. 

One of the major problems, besides the downturn in 
revenues because of the economic situation, is that the 
federal government has decided to cut transfer payments 
and put a cap on transfer payments to this province which 

has significantly limited the revenue this government has 
to meet the needs of those people who require assistance. 

To have a member of the Conservative Party in this 

_ House attack the government when his own government in 
_ Ottawa is one of the causes of the problem is an indication 
_of how far they have gone in missing the boat in meeting 
_ the needs of the people of this province. 
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Mr Turnbull: I am pleased we have managed to wake 
up the sleepyheads across the floor. They may have taken 
some notice. 

I will start out by saying that the member for Durham 
East is totally, utterly without foundation when he makes 
his allegations about my concern for children. I have been 
out collecting with the Salvation Army for years and I am 
| proud to say I was the vice-chair of the North York appeal 


this year because I cared about people. I care about getting 
help to the people who most need it, not this socialist 
nonsense of help everybody, and then take away taxes and 
destroy the industrial base. 

Further, regarding the nonsense about the free trade 
deal, unless we wake up in this country that we need free 
trade we are finished because every other major country in 
the world is going into a large trading block. If you want to 
look at what happened in Argentina when they closed the 
door, their standard of living dropped and eventually they 
had hyperinflation and they do not know if they will ever 
be able to solve it. 

As I pointed out before, there is a positive balance of 
trade Ontario had with the United States last year because 
of the other sector. Additionally, I want to point out that the 
suggestion that those people earning over $80,000 a year 
are not paying more taxes—are paying substantially more 
taxes. The government is managing to obscure the reality. 
The government can fool itself by pretty little speeches 
about the fact that we do not care. We do care, we care 
more than the government, obviously. 


Mr Conway: I want to participate again in a debate I 
think is really important, given the fact we spent so much 
of May in an interesting diversion. This is one of those 
relatively few opportunities we will have before adjourn- 
ment to talk about the general issues and the specific con- 
cerns I think all members have. I will try to be as brief as I 
possibly can, but I will probably take 10 or 15 minutes to 
cover four or five areas. 

I was really interested by the previous speaker’s obser- 
vations. There is no question that he, like his colleagues, 
feels passionately about the budgetary policy to which this 
bill speaks because this is a borrowing bill and the govern- 
ment has outlined a plan to borrow, to deficit finance to the 
tune of $34,8 billion over the next four years. It is their 
right and they have explained why they plan to do that. But 
it is interesting listening particularly to the members for 
York Mills and Oakville, two vigorous spokespeople for 
their party who feel very strongly about the fundamental 
inappropriateness of such deficit financing. I certainly re- 
spect their views. 

I will say, however, something I have said before in 
this session. While a lot of right-wing Tories feel as my 
friend the member for York Mills feels passionately, I well 
remember those days, as my friend at the Hansard table 
will remember, when perhaps the most eloquent spokes- 
man for the fiscal right wing of the Progressive Conserva- 
tive Party in Ontario was sitting across the way as 
Treasurer when I first came here in 1975, W. Darcy McK- 
eough, a very competent fellow. 


Mr Hope: In whose opinion? 


Mr Conway: In my opinion. He was here for 15 years 
and anyone who ever had the benefit of engaging the for- 
mer Treasurer and member for Chatham-Kent had to be- 
lieve and respect that the honourable former Treasurer was 
a very powerful figure. 

I mention this simply because when I came here in 
1975 the Conservative government of the time, then some 
32 years in office, offered a budgetary plan in the fiscal 
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year 1975 with, as I recall, an expenditure plan of about 
$12 billion but with a $2.2 billion deficit. 


Mr Carr: Their taxes were much lower than your 
government, Sean, much lower. You taxed us to the limit. 


Mr Conway: My friend the member for Oakville says 
that—undoubtedly, that is not my point. My point is sim- 
ply that we were prepared to tolerate 15 or 16 years ago on 
a budgetary plan of $12-billion worth of expenditure a 
$2.2-billion deficit. I do not fault the then government for 
doing that, but I often think now, “Why weren’t there peo- 
ple marching in the streets?” because extrapolating a $12- 
billion budgetary expenditure plan to, say, a $45-billion or 
$50-billion expenditure plan, one would correspondingly 
have a $7-billion to $8-billion deficit. 

In fact, in 1983, in the midst of a very severe recession, 
another very vigorous right-winger, Frank S. Miller, Es- 
quire, then Treasurer, confronted with what must have 
been a terrible situation, I think had a budgetary plan call- 
ing for expenditures in the neighbourhood of $30 billion, 
and he was offering a $3.3-billion deficit, which I under- 
stand. 

That is not to say we have a licence, any one of us, to 
continue in good times and in bad the kind of deficit fi- 
nancing that apparently all governments have found good 
reason to engage in the last 20 years. 


I simply mention that because the great benefit of 6 
September is that in Ontario the three major and traditional 
parties have now, or will have had, experience in govern- 
ment. It is useful for opposition members to offer opinions 
and advice as to what they would do, but I think people 
watching this debate and reading the printed Hansard 
would expect to see some relationship to what we say in 
opposition, for example, to what we do in government. I 
simply make the point that when the Progressive Conser- 
vatives were in office, for very good reasons, they were 
prepared to run deficits unheard of at the time provincially. 

I suspect, for example, that in 1975 the budgetary plan 
paid some attention to the political realities. It was an elec- 
tion year. It was an election in which it looked like the 
hegemony of Frost, Robarts and Davis might in fact come 
to an end. It did not come to an end but Davis, to his 
credit, was prepared to spend not a few dollars to take 
every precaution reasonable people might expect him to 
take. 


Mr Carr: He cut taxes, that is why. 


Mr Conway: The member for Oakville said he cut 
taxes. In fact, he probably did cut taxes. One of the things 
he did that was a pecuniary benefit to me was that he 
offered first-time home buyers a $1,500 grant I qualified 
for. I was happy to get it. I did not need it particularly, but I 
got it. That I got it 16 years ago in an election year was 
particularly noteworthy. 

I just say to the member for Oakville and the member 
for York Mills, though, they should be careful because the 
day will come when they or their party will be returned to 
the Treasury bench. There is no question about it. In fact, it 
may be next time. One of the things we would do well, all 
of us, having had the experience of being in opposition and 
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now coming to government, is being perhaps a little more 
disciplined in what we say. 


I look back on some of the mistakes we made over five | 


and a half years. The members opposite are correct, that 


| 


we spent to the extent we did in good times is something | 
that probably bears some reflection. There is no question | 
about that. I also take some pride in the fact that for what- | 
ever reason, particularly buoyant times probably being the | 
most obvious, I think it was in the fiscal year 1989 for the. 


first time in 20 years the budget was in balance. I will be. 


perfectly honest in saying the incredible growth of that. 


year was more responsible for that possibility than any- 
thing else. There is absolutely no question we spent very 
handsomely, often with enormous pressure to spend even 
more by the members in the other two parties. 

I wanted to participate in this debate this afternoon 
because, like my colleagues in the official opposition, I 
have been on the road recently with the caucus task force 
looking at the budget. I have been struck by what I have been 
hearing. I have not visited all the venues, but in recent days I 
have been in Smiths Falls, Kingston and Peterborough. 

It has been very interesting. I have been hearing some 
very critical things about the Liberals in office. It has been 
a humbling experience to sit there and take it and, boy, did 
we have to take it the other day in Kingston. Some not 
very complimentary things were said about our steward- 
ship. I thought some of the criticism was very correct and I 
did not have much by way of response. 


But I want to report some other things, and I think this | 


is supported by the various polling companies. Quite apart 
from the political preference question, it is really interest- 
ing to look at the detailed public opinion research about 
what people are thinking out there. 
1630 

Having been here now for almost 16 years, I will say 
that the deficit issue, as my friend the member for York 
Mills and I am sure my friend the member for Oakville 
South are going to point out shortly, is a real issue. Most 
interestingly, it is a particularly real issue for my genera- 
tion, the so-called boomers. The boomers, apparently, have 


a very different attitude about public finance than their 


parents. When I think about my parents, of course, their 
formative years were the Depression years and the war 
years, in which government had no choice but to contem- 
plate deficit financing the like of which we have never 
known in this country. 


I am no expert on public finance, but if the members 


really want to look at deficit spending they should go back 
to the period of the 1930s or the war years, and people 


much more knowledgeable than I will point out that for 
every good reason we ran huge deficits relative to our 


taxing capacity and relative to the political culture of the 
time. 

For example, it was in 1935 or 1936 that Norman Rog- 
ers, as the newly minted federal Minister of Labour, proba- 


bly the only really knowledgeable Keynesian at the federal | 


cabinet table, was trying to explain to people like Macken- 
zie King that the Depression was not going to go away and 


that there were going to have to be some dramatically differ- 
ent things contemplated. I am going to tell the members, old. 
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Willy King, who thought he was an advanced reformer, 
was in fact a real fiscal conservative, and Norman Rogers 
lost more than he won. 
__ When we get into the war years, we see again, for all 
_kinds of reasons, deficits. If the members want to see defi- 
cits, I will take them through a long litany of deficits. We 
had provincial governments during the Depression that 
were in fact bankrupt. The provincial government of Sas- 
katchewan was bankrupt because of the particular circum- 
stances of the Prairie economy. I do not mean this as a 
criticism. The fact is that weather and international mar- 
kets had ruined the lifeblood of the Saskatchewan Trea- 
sury. No politician is going to be able to escape those kinds 
of external forces. 

My point, however, is that the deficit issue is a real 
issue, and it is a real issue because public attitudes are 
changing and they are particularly changing in the 25-50 
age group. One of the interesting things about the Ameri- 
can public opinion that is related is that the over-60 crowd 
is becoming quite liberal and the under-60, the 25-45 
crowd, is becoming quite conservative— 


Interjection: Even in Florida. 


Mr Conway: Even in Florida, I would suggest, be- 
cause of course if you are over 60 you understand some- 
thing about your health care requirements, you understand 


something about those other social programs that are going ~ 


to be an inevitable part of the aging process. 

My friends the members opposite decry the GST, and I 
understand why; I think I have probably done some of that 
myself. The fact of the matter is that I cannot imagine— 
would anybody here accept the job of being Minister of 
Finance for Canada? I would not. Quite frankly—and I 
think it is one of Jacques Parizeau’s arguments for separa- 
tion, which I do not share—the situation in which the fed- 
eral finance minister now finds himself is virtually 
impossible. There is no room to manoeuvre. People have 
absolutely had it with taxes, and I understand that. We had 
better all understand that. 

_ My friend is here from Oakville and I do not know 
what his views on the subject are, but I know what his 
predecessor’s views on spending tens of millions of addi- 
tional dollars on perfectly worthwhile school projects in 

Oakville are. Maybe it was more north Oakville than south 
Oakville, but we all have as local politicians a mountain of 
pressure to spend more money. 
I sat the other day in the very attractive boardroom of 
the Kingston and District Chamber of Commerce, and 
there on the wall was a beautiful colour photograph of the 
panorama that is Kingston. Was I getting lacerated about 
government spending. As I listened to this criticism, genu- 
inely felt and beautifully offered, I kept looking at this wall 
picture. If ever there was a government town in Upper 
Canada, it is Kingston—beautiful universities, marvellous 
schools and colleges, an array of federal institutions that 
-bespeak John A. Macdonald’s lifetime of parliamentary 
representation for that wonderful community. 
I say to myself and I said to the chamber: “I agree with 
you that taxes are too high and spending is perhaps too 
easy. Let us look to that wall and you tell me where in 
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Kingston you want the scalpel applied.” That is the point 
where this discussion has now got to come. 

I represent an electoral district that in significant mea- 
sure is a wholly owned subsidiary of the consolidated rev- 
enue fund of the government of Canada. I am not 
complaining about that, but that is reality. The big employ- 
ers in north Renfrew are Atomic Energy of Canada, Camp 
Petawawa and the National Forestry Institute. There alone 
we have about 5,000 or 6,000 of the best paying, most 
secure, relatively speaking, jobs anywhere in eastern On- 
tario outside of Ottawa and Kingston. 

Have I got an interest in that federal Treasury? You 
want to believe it. Everywhere I go in my own constitu- 
ency people say: “We’ve had it. You are too liberal in your 
spending. You are spending everywhere.” They apparently 
believe “that gang in Ottawa” is even worse. So when I 
say, “All right, remember, though, you are asking Don 
Mazankowski or whomever—David Barrett, should he be 
the next Minister of Finance—he is sitting there with”— 
ah, my friend the member for Durham York was going on 
about a series of cutbacks. I know what he is talking about. 
But with all of the so-called cuts we continue to run annual 
federal deficits of $30 billion. 

You could say, “Well, tax the rich.” The problem with 
taxing the rich is that they have more mobility than the 
taxman. I have no brief to carry for the rich, but I am 
simply looking at the public finances of the Dominion 
government and of the local governments in the provinces, 
and I am telling the government, we have a problem. We 
all have a problem. 

I say the deficit is going to be a real issue in the 1990s 
in a way it was not in the 1970s or 1980s, and demograph- 
ics apparently are going to drive that maybe more than 
anything else, although the cumulative effect of the kind of 
deficits we have been running will also be a factor. 

I say to my friends everywhere, I think we have 
reached a point where we are really all going to have to 
change the way we do business. My friend and former 
parliamentary intern, Christopher Waddell, now national 
editor of the Globe and Mail, I gather was here the other 
night. I was not able to hear his lecture to the group, but I 
gather Chris had some interesting things to say about his 
perspective on changes in national politics. From what I 
heard of his address, I think he is on the right track. 

One of the things I am hearing, and from the most 
interesting sources—my good NDP friends, my lifetime 
Tory relatives and my Liberal supporters—is that they will 
pay no more taxes; they have had it. They think govern- 
ments do wonderful things. They appreciate all of the great 
services, but they have reached the absolute threshold of 
their tax tolerance. 

That is a very serious message that we are all going to 
have to take account of. 

I have been in government; I have been in the opposi- 
tion. I say to my friend, as I say to my own constituents, 
who in many respects have a vital interest in government 
spending because if you work for the Department of Na- 
tional Defence or you work for Atomic Energy, you do relate 
very directly to the consolidated revenue fund. As I say, I am 
very proud to have those institutions in my community and I 
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will fight, as I have in the past, to protect those facilities in 
every reasonable regard. But deficits and taxes are going to 
be a significant issue for the 1990s and the kind of borrow- 
ing we have seen federally and certainly to some extent 
provincially over the last few years is going to become 
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government’s case is a good case. I spent an hour, and I | 
have to tell the members of this House, I did not move my | 
barber one centimetre, because for him, he just sees it as a | 
clear and visible sign that they are piling more taxes on | 
life’s little pleasures. When you make the case, as Benoit 


much more prominent in the public debate. 

To me, the issue in the budgetary policy for this gov- 
ernment this year is not the $10-billion deficit. It is quite 
high. I do not think even Frank Miller or Darcy McK- 
eough or even the member for Brant-Haldimand could 
have offered a deficit at anything less than about $7 billion 
without a lot of blood on the floor. 

To me, the real issue in this plan is the out-year spend- 
ing, the $34.8 billion because that will effectively, in a 


Bouchard did last night about cancer, he just says, you 
know, “Get out of here.” 

This jurisdiction now has the most highly taxed ciga- 
rettes, and if it does not have the most highly taxed beer, it | 
is close to setting that record as well. The public is very | 
much, I think, like my barber. They are not connecting, in | 
many cases, the costs of wonderful programs. How many 
people do the members opposite know and represent who | 
really understand the costs of health care? Most people | 
four-year period, double the cumulative deficit of Ontario hear the numbers and their eyes glaze over. I understand | 
in the post-Confederation era. why, but With the demographics I talked about earlier, | 
1640 were the aging population of this jurisdiction and country | 
to double between the decades of between 1990 and 2010, — 
or whatever it is, and with the knowledge that we consume 
the vast majority of our health services in the last months | 
of our lives, the members opposite can figure it out. The 
health spending, if we do not make dramatic changes, is — 
going to go right through the roof. I repeat, and it is going © 
to be members—I am looking at some of the very youthful | 
ones whose age group is saying: “We’ve got news for you. | 


The issue here again is, as the federal government is 
finding, when you build the mountain of debt to a certain 
height, you lose all manoeuvrability and you are just left 
with the politics of cutbacks and very few options. 

As I say, I appreciate the difficulties that my friends 
opposite are going to confront. My worry, quite frankly, is 
that if we are not careful in managing this issue—and I say 


this to Progressive Conservatives, middle-of-the-road Lib- 
erals, and good social democrats—we are going to invite 
and produce a Thatcherite counterreaction that is going to 
mow all of us down. I hope that does not happen. I do not 
believe it will happen if we do some of the things we are 
going to have to do. This is going to mean for all of us, I 
think, a fundamental change in the way we think about 
making policy, and in the way we deliver programs. 

For example, it is quite clear that there is a strong 
reaction to the GST, and I accept all of that, but at a totally 
different level. This business of a whole bunch of govern- 
ments having a whole bunch of different tax collectors 
running around is starting to be noticed by people. All they 
know is that they are paying all of the bills. They hate the 
GST, of course, but they are not particularly impressed 
with the government growing every day as policy has re- 
quired it to grow in the business of tax collection. 


Mr Bradley: They know this government is going to 
expand the tax base to be the same as the GST. 


Mr Conway: I say to my friend from St Catharines, 
any government is going to have to expand the tax base. I 
do not expect anyone sitting over there—I do not expect 
an Ian Scott as Treasurer, I do not expect a Gary Carr as 
Treasurer, I do not expect a Dennis Drainville as Trea- 
surer—to stand in his place in years to come and imagine 
not expanding the tax base. To imagine that is just not to 
regard any of the history of the fiscal policy and budgetary 
developments over the last 40 or 60 or 80 years. I think, 
quite frankly, one of the things we are going to have to 
start doing is stop insulting the intelligence of people by 
telling them that it is going to be so. They know taxes are 
going up. They are not happy. 

It was interesting. I was at the barber this morning, and 
all my barber wants to talk about is tax on booze and tax 
on cigarettes. I argued the government’s case; I think the 


We’re not paying, so you can do whatever you want, but 
this is it. This is where we draw the line.” | 
I see some very significant pressures building that are | 
going to have to be addressed. I saw the Journal the other 
night, and I must say I did not find it very elucidating, — 
because it essentially spent most of the time in the hospital — 
corridors. If you were watching that, I am not so sure you | 
would come away and say, “I’m getting so much value for — 
the billions I’m spending on health care.” | 
In the presence of my friend from St Catharines I want 
to say something that also grows out of the debate in| 
Smiths Falls and Kingston, and I will take some criticism | 
as a former cabinet minister in a former government, but if | 
people are fed up with deficits and taxes, they are starting 
to notice a few of the input costs. People are starting to 
notice what they are paying for garbage, and they are not 
very impressed. In fact, in Smiths Falls and Kingston we — 
had the mayors detail what the increased -costs have been 
in the last three years, and I repeat, for most of that we 
were responsible. | 
Talk about a ticking time bomb. In Smiths Falls we 
were told the municipal cost for garbage has tripled in 
something like the last two or three years. Kingston, I 
think, is now spending $1 million a month on just shipping — 
the stuff out, not even collecting it, and the growth is expo- | 
nential; that is, the cost. That of course is showing up on 
tax bills. We had mayors pleading with us, saying, “Do 
you people at Queen’s Park not understand that with the 
best of intentions, all you are doing is making Laidlaw 
fabulously wealthy and driving our local taxes through the 
roof?” | 
I understand it is not easy, and I expect my friend from 
St Catharines to kick me, but I heard some pretty telling 
criticism about our policies that in the main appear to be | 
being carried forward by the Deputy Premier, the now | 
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Minister of the Environment. If what I heard is to be cred- 
ited, in a year or two the tax bills are going to have added 
to them garbage bills that are going to be outrageous in the 
minds of most of Ed Broadbent’s ordinary Canadians. 
On the garbage question, I realize it is not easy. But we 
as a Liberal government and they as a New Democratic 
government have been continuing with a policy that ap- 
pears determined to make every consultant in the country 
fabulously wealthy. We debate and we debate and we con- 
sult, and it is all wonderful. But time is passing. The bills 
are mounting as we speak. 

_ J-think of that day 11 or 12 years ago when Harry 
Parrott stood up in this House and said: “We’ve got the 
answer to the toxic waste problem. The government owns 
‘a whole bunch of land in the Grand River basin near Ca- 
yuga and that, my friends, is going to be where we will 
locate what nobody will want.” All hell broke loose. Harry 
Parrott, wonderful fellow, hardworking, well-intentioned, 
and poor Harry was driven back into a pathetic retreat, 
because any hydrogeologist worth his salt was able to 
come to the Legislature and say, “I can’t think of a better 
‘way to contaminate the water supplies of Dunnville and 
Brantford,” so Cayuga went out the window in an instant. 

I think it was about 1979 or 1980 that the Davis gov- 
ernment, I thought to its credit and with much acclaim, 
created the Ontario Waste Management Corp. I am not 
going to go through all of that, but a decade later we have 
spent over $125 million and we have had some great de- 
bates and we have not turned a shovelful of sod in Bis- 
marck, Lincoln county, or anywhere else to deal with a 
problem that was of urgent and pressing necessity 15 years 
ago. 

My point is simply that 10 years later, $125 million 
later, we do not even have a site started, though lots of 
good work has been done. If the city of Kingston, if the 
town of Smiths Falls, if the city of Sault Ste Marie, if the 
town of Haliburton is forced into a paradigm of that, we 
will have revolt, because people cannot and will not pay 
the bills that are consequent upon that kind of endless 
debate. 


1650 

Good debate, good input; I do not even mind some 
intervenor funding. It all has to happen. But to govern is to 
decide, and somebody somewhere soon has to start mak- 
ing some decisions. They are not going to be popular. 
People are going to fight to the death to avoid a landfill. I 
Support entirely the new initiatives about reduction and all 
the rest of it, but we are kidding ourselves if we think this 
can continue over the lifetime of this government and cer- 
tainly over the lifetime of most of us in this Legislature. 
The deficit issue, the tax question will just drive us to 
‘some decisions. I just hope they are the right ones. 

My friend opposite says the government has embarked 
on new policies in energy, and there is no doubt about that. 
I do not really know the Minister of Energy, but she seems 

like a very decent, quite committed sort. Some of her en- 
ergy policy I find scary, ill-founded, unwise and danger- 
ous. There is no question in my mind that she means every 
word of it. 


hig 


I represent, as I said earlier, a very large research com- 
munity that has a vested and vital interest in the Ontario 
and Canadian nuclear option. They think the Minister of 
Energy is mad. They just cannot believe that anyone who 
is aS apparently sincere and thoughtful can really mean 
what she seems to mean in the area of energy policy. If 
pursued to the full extent, her policy will eliminate one of 
the significant employers in my constituency, so we will 
have to fight her on that very vigorously. She may say and 
some of her colleagues may argue that I am being alarmist, 
but we have been reading her speeches very carefully, and 
boy, she not only means apparently a moratorium on nu- 
clear for the moment, but if you were to listen to her and 
credit her, she seems to feel that the nuclear option has no 
place in the Ontario energy future. I disagree fundamen- 
tally, but that is the fun of politics. That is the essence of 
politics; different people, different perspectives. 


My friends opposite are embarked upon a dramatically 
new policy for Ontario Hydro, and it has to be said briefly 
that the Elliot Lake announcement the other day makes 
this plain. I only say in this connection that I think govern- 
ment of whatever stripe in the 1990s is going to be con- 
fronted with no little bit of pressure around taxes, and I 
think taxes are going to start to mean garbage rates. I think 
they already mean it, but from everything I hear, garbage 
rates. I mean, I have got some people I am sure for whom 
the garbage rates are now higher than the actual real prop- 
erty rates on their home, separating out school taxes. 


Hon Mr Wildman: Water rates. 


Mr Conway: My friend the member for Algoma says 
something about water rates, and I think that is probably 
true as well, because we are all in favour of the environ- 
ment, which means we want to have the best possible 
communal systems, with every bell and whistle to protect 
against those, for me, unpronouncable concepts the former 
Minister of the Environment, the member for St Catha- 
rines, was for ever bringing to question period. That sim- 
ply means the old water plant that might have cost $50 
million will now cost, of course, $250 million, and that 
will show up on the rates. 

But given what I think is out there about taxes, I am 
absolutely astonished that the new government wants to 
put escalating Hydro rates into that mix. They are brave 
people. I commend their courage, if not their wisdom, be- 
cause I repeat: In a very few years I think we are going to 
have people obsessed with the concern around taxes and 
they are going to start to note garbage rates, and now I 
think we have a policy in place that is going to show 
Hydro rates. I own a house and a cottage and I have been 
noticing, even without this— 


Mr Hope: No advertising. 


Mr Conway: No, but I have a cottage in which I have 
electric heat. I know all of the reasons, and I am just 
looking at the rates. Over the bad old Liberal days I am 
watching them go up. As the crown corporation now be- 
comes a fundamentally reorganized instrument of govern- 
ment policy— 


Mr Sutherland: I believe it’s called accountability. 
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Mr Conway: My friend opposite says it is account- 
ability, and believe me, when Howard Ferguson embarked 
upon his energy policy, he thought the same thing. This 


government is not in that sense any different, though it © 


does have a different perspective. Howard Ferguson be- 
lieved in running Hydro as a direct instrument of the Con- 
servative government of Ontario. This government 
apparently has the same view, and it is entitled to that. I do 
not have a problem with their believing that. I do not be- 
lieve it, but if this government wants to do it, it has won 
that right. 

My point is simply this: As Hydro rates in the coming 
years begin to reflect, not power at cost, as we used to 
know it, but power taking into account not just economic 
costs but adjustment costs, social costs and other govern- 
ment priorities, all of which in themselves will be widely 
praised in Elliot Lake and in Haliburton and in West Zorra 
township, when Aunt Maude gets the bill and she sees 
rates that are 50%, 70%, 150% of what they were five and 
10 years ago, this government will have gained her atten- 
tion in a real and lasting way. But this government intends 
to do that, and who am I to say that it should not proceed. 

Apparently, at the same time, this government wants to 
take charge of insurance rates, and again in a way I would 
not. I say to my friend the former Attorney General, “Can 
you imagine a day some years hence when our honourable 
friends opposite are thinking about perhaps going back to 
meet the people and they have not only government-regu- 
lated taxes to explain, but they have government-con- 
trolled Hydro rates to explain, they have garbage rates to 
explain and they have electricity rates to explain?” I can- 
not imagine— 


Mr Scott: They’ll want to get Howard Pawley on the 
phone. 


Mr Conway: I was going to say, they might want to 
get Howard Pawley on the phone, and a more toxic combi- 
nation of things I cannot imagine. From a purely partisan 
point of view, I hope this government gets at it, it gets into 
it so quickly and so deeply that there is no recovery. 
| My friend the member for St Catharines sent me a note 

and said, “You should remind them Wacky Bennett used to 
bury a lot of provincial debt in his crown corporations.” 
The member is the kind of person who would know more 
about British Columbia’s Social Credit than I would, but I 
am sure he is right. 

At any rate, I just want to say to my friends opposite, 
as we contemplate a multibillion-dollar borrowing initia- 
tive, that this touches very directly on the new politics. I 
would disagree with my friends in the Conservative Party. 
It will not make a tinker’s damn of difference who is over 
there. We are all going to be confronted with the reality 
that this government is not going to be able to tax much 
more, that the big-ticket items that drive government 
spending, health, welfare and education, roughly 67% of 
all government spending—think about the demographics 
of the boomers and apparently their changing attitudes 
about what they will pay for and the demographics of an 
aging population and what that will mean in terms of the 
consumption of the really expensive, highly desirable and 
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absolutely, fundamentally valuable health and social ser- 
vices, and I think it has got the makings of a really inter- | 
esting conundrum. We will have to find our way out of | 
that. | 

There are two other things I want to quickly mention, | 
and one has to do with energy as well. 

I thought it interesting earlier today that the member | 
for Nipissing, the leader of the third party, raised the point | 
about government spending, and he raised I think about 15. 
or 18 WCB letters to one company in Burlington. 

I went to my office yesterday and I picked up some- 
thing called “Energy Matters, Let’s Use It Wisely.” I do. 
not know whether this government’s members have seen 
it, but they should read it. | 

I want to say to my friend the member for Algoma, 
because he will appreciate this, if the member for Nipiss- 
ing—and God forbid that the member for Parry Sound | 
should see this. If they are offended by those letters, well, I 
was going to say they might have a meltdown over this, | 
but they would not, because what did this remind me of? 
This reminded me of Hughie Segal and Billy Davis. I 
thought there was a new gang over there, but look at this. 

First of all, 1 am sure the parliamentary assistant to the 
Treasurer and Minister of Economics will want to investi- | 
gate the cost of this, to say nothing of the environmental 
inappropriateness of this. It begs a question. 

We probably did some of this, but I have not seen one | 
quite this glossy in quite a while. On the front page there is 
a quite warm picture of the minister. That is fine. 

1700 
Mr Scott: Which minister? 


Mr Conway: It is the Minister of Energy, but some 
of the members are in the printing business. I think the 
member for York Mills had some affiliation with the print- 
ing. This is high-octane gloss. I would like to know, I do 
not really want to know because I— 

Interjection. | 

Mr Conway: But this is Bill Davis circa 1974 at his 
most extravagant worse. It is a good question. 

Hon Mr Wildman: Why is it in blue? 


Mr Conway: That is another good question. But it 
gets better. We have about 15 separate pages and the 
breathtaking part about this is the glossiness. There is vir- 
tually nothing new in this. I know there is new energy 
policy in a big way. The new NDP Hydro is a different 
Hydro from the one I have known in my lifetime. I com- 
mend them for the marked difference in that policy direction. 

I am not saying this government is continuing with 
certain energy policies as usual. In fact, one of the tasks I 
intend to pursue over the break is to try to make people 
aware of just how dramatic a change the present govern- 
ment has planned for Ontario Hydro. It may be a change 
that will be widely applauded and generally accepted, but I 
have been reading those power corporation amendments 
and looking at and reviewing that Elliot Lake position and 
this is as significant a change in public policy as I have 
seen in my 16 years. I think the public will be interested in 
that. We should be talking about that and I certainly will be 
talking about it over the coming months. | 


| 
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_ I will not embarrass my friends opposite by reading it, 
»ut this is high-gloss, high-cost pap with virtually nothing 
new in it, though there are some variations on a theme. 
They should not let the leader of the third party see this 
yecause the tax fighter and a lot of taxpayers will see this. I 
«now it is not a big-ticket item, but the people will under- 
stand this and they are not going to be very happy. 

_ Which consulting firm got the contract? Somebody 
made a bundle preparing this. The government has spent a 
small fortune printing and circulating this. I am not going 
o bother with an Orders and Notices question in that re- 
spect, but I think it is a sign that— 

_ Mr Scott: He’ll bring it up on Monday. He’ll ask 
about it. 

_ Mr Conway: No, I expect my friend the member for 
Algoma will go back to Treasury Board or cabinet and say, 
“What was Conway going on about?” Some good person 
rom the Ministry of Energy is going to say: “Minister, this 
s not what that carping oppositionist would have you be- 
jeve. You must understand.” Of course the Minister of 
Natural Resources will understand because he used to ask 
these questions. He will take a look at it and say: “Brother 
or sister in the movement, I want you to know you can’t do 
this any more. We’re different and in downtown Blind 
River they wouldn’t be impressed.” 

The final point has to do with a serious matter, in my 
own constituency, that I raised in question period today 
and I am really pleased that my friend the minister with the 
several responsibilities I talked about earlier today is here. 
{ know members opposite are going to be interested and 
that my friend from Haliburton is vitally interested, as are 
the member for Bracebridge, the member for Parry Sound 
and the member for Nipissing. Five or six of us have elec- 
toral districts that are immediately contiguous to Algon- 
quin Park. 

This afternoon I want to talk briefly about the Algon- 
quin Park question. Let me say at the outset that unlike 
some, I view the Algonquin land claim as a serious matter. 
I do not see it as frivolous. I do not share some of the 
views articulated earlier today that it is somehow not as 
serious as some of the suggestions seem to make one believe. 
Iam careful to say what I say in the presence of the 
former minister responsible for natives affairs because the 
learned member for St George-St David is quite expert on 
the legal dimensions of this, if not the local politics. What 
do we have? We have negotiations under way, and for the 
moment I am not interested in talking about negotiations 
around the interim agreements. But I represent Renfrew 
North, which is two thirds of the county of Renfrew. The 
other part of it is ably represented by my friend the mem- 
ber for Smiths Falls, Montague township, and I also repre- 
sent a portion of south Nipissing, not well known, but that 
is why I am classified as a northern member and get an 
extra cent on my mileage allowance. 

At any rate, I have been watching this over the last 
number of years and it is a very sensitive and delicate 
question. To be perfectly honest, I spend most of my time 
now talking to constituents who are having a lot of diffi- 
culty with this government’s rather expansive interpretation 


and application of the Sparrow decision. I am sure the 
member for Haliburton has had some of those experiences 
as well. I will continue to explain and defend Sparrow, and 
I will continue to explain and defend the very significant 
legitimate interests of the first nations community at 
Golden Lake, which sits in the very heart of the electoral 
district I represent. 

We have a situation now that is extremely delicate in 
this respect. Before I go on, let me say I have known the 
honourable minister for 16 years. We came together as 
freshly scrubbed innocents in the intake of 1975. I know 
him to be a very diligent, compassionate and extremely 
hardworking individual. 


Mr Mancini: He’s far from perfect, though. 


Mr Conway: I will say something that will probably 
anger him. I have said it elsewhere and I will repeat it 
today. There has been a lot of discussion around this place 
about conflict of interest, and in the main I have tried to 
stay out of it because I have difficulty with it. It is some- 
thing we will talk about another day. 

In my respectful view, by virtue of his Premier, good 
fellow that he is, the member for Algoma has been put in a 
conflict of interest that is basic and fundamental that no 
one, not even Solomon himself, could resolve. I say it on 
the basis of my experience in government. To be Minister 
of Natural Resources and Minister responsible for native 
affairs at one and the same time is in my view impossible. 
I am sure the member for Algoma will do a very good job 
in trying, but I could not do it and I would not even try. I 
am not so sure the Algonquin case is not the case that is 
going to make the point about this conflict. I can see situa- 
tions where potentially the minister would be in court ar- 
guing both sides of this case. 

I know people are going to disagree, and the Premier 
would not have accepted this criticism because I am sure it 
was put to him as he formed his executive council. I re- 
peat, to be the minister responsible for the management of 
our timber resources, our crown lands, fish and game pol- 
icy and parks, all of which are really interesting responsi- 
bilities, and at the same time to be responsible for native 
affairs, given the substance of the land claim at issue in my 
part of eastern Ontario, with all due respect, I think is 
impossible because there is a fundamental conflict there. 
The member opposite will probably disagree with that. 

Let me move on to the next question. I was away on 
the budget tour last week. He made a statement on 13 
June, I think, in connection with the really serious startup 
by the new government to settle the land claim. I give him 
full credit for this. I think in some respects he has really 
picked up where the member to my left, the former Attor- 
ney General, was proceeding, in the main. I am not famil- 
iar with all of the particulars. 

As I understand it, we have a situation where negotia- 
tions began quite spectacularly and ceremonially last Sat- 
urday at Golden Lake, and the coverage was excellent, I 
thought. As far as I know, the people at the table are Mark 
Krasnick, on behalf of the office of native affairs, and a 
wonderful and competent public servant he is; Howard 
Goldblatt, representing the law firm of Sack, Goldblatt and 
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Mitchell, who are acting as lawyers in support of the gov- 
ernment in the land claim question; and the band. Those 
are essentially the three parties central to the discussions. 
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Hon Mr Wildman: But MNR and Tourism are also 
there. 


Mr Conway: MNR and Tourism, according to the 
minister, are lined up in support of the government. I have 
been up this week because I was home last weekend. I was 
talking to some of my friends in the Ministry of Natural 
Resources, good people, who want to see a resolution of 
this. I have never seen the nervous concern at such an 
olympian height. I came away from a long meeting last 
week almost not knowing where to turn. This is very deli- 
cate and it is not going to be easy. 

We have had some experience in this jurisdiction. We 
went through the battles of Temagami and earlier efforts 
around a fishing agreement, and we did not get it all right 
by any stretch of the imagination. I remember, and I made 
reference to it earlier today, you had to have been here in 
1983 to see Alan Pope twist in the wind in a way I would 
not have thought possible and being publicly attacked by 
some of his ministerial colleagues. My worry is that we 
have the potential now for a very small group of people to 
negotiate an important issue, but my friend from 
Haliburton, my friend from Bracebridge and indeed all of 
us will have to sell whatever is negotiated. 

The Premier said to me today, “Well, do you want to be 
briefed; do you want to be at the negotiations?” It is not 
my place to be at the negotiations. We have a duly elected 
government that has that responsibility and it has good 
people doing this. I am not worried about that, but I am 
worried about what is on the table. I do not expect to be 
told in advance, because I am no fool when it comes to 
negotiations, all that is on the table. I think it was Richard 
Crossman who said that a modern parliament has three 
privileges because it has been neutered of its great old 
authority. It has the privilege to encourage, the privilege to 
be consulted and the privilege to warn. I am really here to 
warn in this one respect. 

I hope there is a good settlement and one that is fair 
and just at last to the Algonquin First Nations, who have 
been part of my life since the beginning. I know these 
people well and I meet regularly with the chief. It goes 
back a long way in my family. There is no question they 
have been shabbily treated. They are owed a justice, with- 
out any doubt. 

What I see really causes me concern because good as 
the people from Sack, Goldblatt and Mitchell are, I do not 
think they have a great deal of expertise in native affairs. 
And Mark Krasnick is a wonderful fellow and enormously 
competent, but his focus is native affairs and he is very 
good at it; and the band, of course, good people, supported 
by excellent people. 

I suspect that at the core of those negotiations there 
will be quite a shared view around a number of things. I 
hope there is to a certain extent. I am thinking about all of 
those other people out there, because I expect that this gov- 
ernment, or any government, is going to want to negotiate a 
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reasonable and just deal for those first nations peoples at 
Golden Lake. That is my assumption. I think it is the fait 
and just thing to do for any self-respecting politician. | 

I also assume that whatever is negotiated is going tc 
mean significant change in the way we have done business 
in and around Algonquin Park. I might be wrong, but I was 
reading the papers today, the Ottawa Valley Weekly Press 
and the Ottawa Citizen, and everything I hear from How- 
ard Goldblatt and from the chief and his representatives 
makes me believe that whatever is negotiated is going to 
be noticeably different from what we have known, in way 
the Algonquin First Nations relate to the public domain 
that have been the crown lands of eastern Ontario, includ- 
ing Algonquin Park. 

On the basis of those assumptions, what is my warning 
and what is my fear? In some cases it is the worst night- 
mare of Meech Lake and the valiant efforts Alan Pope 
made years ago, some of my worst nightmares as the Min- 


ister of Education dealing with the highly sensitive ques- 


tion of minority language entitlements guaranteed by the 
Canadian Constitution in the school system of Ontario. _ 

When I sat down with the francophones, their repre- 
sentatives and the ministry lawyers, we could often come 
to a pretty quick and easy understanding of what the char- 
ter entitlement meant. Where my nightmare began was 
thinking about going to Sault Ste Marie and Thunder Bay 
and explaining why the charter required the following dif- 
ference. I know my friend from Sault Ste Marie and my 
friends from Thunder Bay in the last decade went through 
no little bit of turmoil in some of the language-related 
issues that in part grew out of those education questions. — 

I think particularly of the remarkable heroism I saw in 
the former member for Sault Ste Marie, who took one 
enormous load of abuse around this question and that 
could not have been easy. But what was relatively easy 
was the in-house negotiation about, “This is what the char- 
ter has done.” We all agreed to it. Nobody could be op- 
posed to it. “This is what it will mean and this is what 6t’s 
going to mean everywhere in the Dominion,” and off we 
went. All of a sudden we found town halls that could not 
contain the crowd that wanted to come and passionately 
debate, if not fight to the last drop, the actual implementa- 
tion of a charter entitlement. 

In conclusion, my concern is simply this. I expect the 
negotiations to be successful and I expect that whatever is 
negotiated will mean significant change for the way we 
have done business in various aspects of crown land man- 
agement in and around Algonquin Park. But all I know is 
that I represent some 70,000 people whose entire liveli- 
hood is going to be affected by those negotiations. Com- 
munities like Barrys Bay and Whitney and Stonecliffe and 
Pembroke and Eganville and Haliburton and Bracebridge 
and Bancroft and Maynooth, as the minister well knows, 
have vital, economic and recreational issues, interests and 
values at stake in these negotiations. 

My nightmare is simply that Howard Goldblatt, the 
chief, and Mark Krasnick are going to get a deal. The 
cabinet is going to want to affirm that deal, and the mem- 
ber for Victoria-Haliburton and the member for Hastings- 
Peterborough and the member for Renfrew North and the 
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ember for Muskoka-Georgian Bay are going to have to 
yo out on the road and sell something to people that is 
joing to perhaps come as a gargantuan surprise and a re- 
ninder that all of those bad old possibilities in the Meech 
Lake process have not died. 

| My worry and my warning is that, in fairness to the 
Algonquin first nation community, which community we 
Il want to serve, we owe it to those people and all of their 
riends and neighbours, whether they live in Killaloe or 
3racebridge or Bancroft or Haliburton, in the most appro- 
striate and open and constructive way possible—and that 
vill not be easy—to involve those people in what is being 
offered and being discussed. Most of my last weekend was 
soing around telling people that all they had heard as to 
vhat was on the table was probably not true. 


Further to that horrible school mess in which we found 
yurselves five and six years ago, an announcement was 
nade in June 1984 that was wide and open. Thirteen 
nonths elapsed before we got around to an actual bill, 
vhich a lot of people did not like but they could at least 
see for what it was and what it was not. But 13 months had 
illowed to build an enormous steam that blew the lid off 
yne government and almost blew the lid off ours. I will tell 
nembers, I do not want to see anybody, if I can possibly 
ivoid it, in that terrible situation. 


The issues, not just of justice but of social peace, are 
mportant in this, and we owe it to everyone to do this 
‘ight. My concern with what I heard today was that there 
yerhaps are some people in the government who think they 
van dispatch Howard Goldblatt around to a number of 
sommunities to, quietly and by invitation only, explain to a 
‘ew people what, sort of, is being discussed. 
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I understand the reason for doing that, but I want to 
nake plain that in the end, the people who are going to 
ave to sell this and make this work are going to be the 
2lected members of this Legislature, including my friend 
he member for Victoria-Haliburton, my friend the mem- 
yer for Hastings-Peterborough, myself, the member for 
Lanark-Renfrew, particularly the six or seven of us who 
are immediately adjoining Algonquin Park. 
| This is an issue of great importance, not just provin- 
cially but nationally. It requires justice, sensitivity, but 
most of all, great care. That is the warning that this after- 
n00n, particularly in the interest of justice to the Algonquin 
first nation, I want to respectfully offer my good friend 
from Blind River. 


Mr Ruprecht: The member for Renfrew North has 
spoken eloquently on this subject and indicated to us that 
the Liberal task force had gone from city to city across 
Ontario and everywhere it went the task force received the 
same message. That message was simple: tax nausea, tax 
sickness. . 


These people did not only want to come and tell the 
government of the day what they think about the budget, 
but they even came to the very steps of the Legislature to 
demonstrate. The people who came to demonstrate are not 
the normal crowd of people. They were not little old ladies 
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in tennis shoes. They were not truckers in cowboy boots. 
No; they were white-collar people trying to stop bankruptcies. 

That simply means that the bankruptcy rate we see in 
this province today has never been steeper and never been 
higher and never been sharper before. I would only hope that 
it will not be this government that will be held accountable 
four years from now for the increase in bankruptcies. 


What the government is doing is changing the very 
fundamental issues of the economy. That, to us, indicates a 
bad foreboding. The government is treating this economy 
like an incredible bread machine that does not have to be 
oiled and runs without ingredients. If that is the 
government’s idea of how an economy runs, it will be 
sorely mistaken when the people of Ontario in four years cast 
their ballots and hold Judgement Day on this government. 


Hon Mr Wildman: | listened with care to my friend 
the member for Renfrew North and I must say that I found 
his comments, as usual, to be thought-provoking, careful 
and eloquent, and I want to respond to a number of things 
he said. 


First, I will not respond to the comments he made 
about the deficit except to say, very briefly, that his view of 
the temper of the times is quite accurate. It is going to be a 
problem for whoever is in power, as he indicated. But I 
want to deal particularly with what my friend had to say 
with regard to the negotiations with the Algonquin first 
nation from Golden Lake. 


I am sure the member recognizes that in terms of the 
negotiations themselves it is clear from the point of view 
of the first nation that this government was elected to rep- 
resent the people of the province, and all of the interests 
therein, whether they be naturalists who care about parks, 
the environment, people involved in the tourist industry 
who have a direct relationship to Algonquin Park, anglers 
and hunters, municipal leaders, members of the general 
public. It is our responsibility to inform them, to under- 
stand what their views and concerns are and to represent 
them at the negotiating table, just as the chief and council 
of the Algonquins of Golden Lake are elected by their 
people to represent their concerns in the negotiations. 


I want to say also that I take very sincerely his con- 
cerns with regard to the negotiations as they relate to the 
issues that are before us. 


Mr Jordan: I just wanted for a couple of minutes to 
compliment my colleague the member for Renfrew North 
for bringing this serious matter before the House, because 
I realize the seriousness of the consequences of what is 
taking place in these negotiations. I realize the adjustments 
that are going to have to be made in my riding in the 
tourist industry and with the people generally. Someone 
like my colleague is well qualified to put forward the con- 
cerns, not only of his riding, but as he said, of the people 
generally of the area but really the people of Ontario and 
Canada, regarding the solution to this. 


Earlier I thought that he was too busy worrying about 
the closing of the registry office in Almonte, but we have 
that well under control, and I am glad he has spent as 
much time as he has on the real concern of Renfrew North. 
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I am sure the minister, if not aware before, is more 
aware of the changes at the present time, and the unrest in 
Lanark-Renfrew right now is that minority groups are con- 
trolling the province. This is their concern in language, in 
education, and the different major expenditures of the 
government. 


Hon Mr Wildman: You are lowering the tenor of the 
debate. 

Mr Jordan: I do not mean to do that, but I just want 
to express to the minister that the feeling of the people out 
there is not good. 


Mr Conway: I want to thank my colleagues for their 
observations, and I take the honourable member for Lan- 
ark-Renfrew’s mild rebuke about my, perhaps, too great an 
interest in the north Lanark registry office. It is good to 
hear him being territorial because that is a very good way 
to be. He reminds me of a young Bud Wildman, who used 
to be similarly territorial when anybody intruded on his 
territory 15 years ago. 

I want to just, in summary, make the point again on the 
Algonquin question. My concern is simply this: Whatever 
is negotiated, and I repeat, I hope it is a good and success- 
ful negotiation, in the end there will be impacts, undoubt- 
edly, on the entire non-native community, and those people 
are very interested in what is going on. They want to see 
justice for their friends and neighbours at Golden Lake, 
and they expect we are going to find a just solution. But 
they will also expect that as people negotiate on behalf of 
the government, their—meaning the non-native—interest 
in the park, and all of the recreational and economic inter- 
ests that are going to be central to that negotiating table, 
are going to be understood, spoken to, and respected. 

If we do not do that, if the circle is too tightly drawn, 
we will get, perhaps, an agreement among the parties now 
at the table that, God forbid, would be absolutely unac- 
ceptable to the local community, which wants justice, but 
will expect not only justice for the Golden Lake band, long 
denied, but a true and legitimate negotiation that is going 
to pay heed to and have an interest in their very significant 
interests, whether it is in timber management, recreational 
values, or community impact. 
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The Acting Speaker (Mrs Haslam): Thank you. 
Would you take your seat for a minute, please. 

I would like to just remind members that this is third 
reading of the bill, that in principle it has been passed, and 
that brevity should be adhered to when we are looking at 
third reading of a bill. It is just a reminder. 

Mr Conway: If I could just speak to that point of 
order, Madam Speaker— 

The Acting Speaker: No, it is not a point of order. 

Mr Conway: It is a point of order, Madam Speaker. 

The Acting Speaker: Would the member take his 
seat, please. I have not made a point of order. I was just 
reminding members this is third reading, in the interest of 
brevity, 

Mr Conway: On that point of order, because that is a 
reminder that deals with orders of this place, and I just 
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want to make a point. We are dealing today with a loan bill 
that will rightly empower the government to borrow bil- 
lions of dollars and I think it is a matter of considerable 
and comprehensive interest. 

As the government House leader rolls her eyes, I 
would say finally that all we are doing in the opposition) 
today is what her illustrious colleagues and perhaps she! 
herself did when I was government House leader. I made 
those points and they were arrogantly dismissed by the) 
NDP which rightly wanted to talk on third ae about 
matters of this kind. 


Mr Scott: Madam Speaker, I am very conscious of the 
reminder that, contrary to the practice of the House, you 
were good enough to provide. I hope it will not add unduly 
to the length of the remarks I intend to make. 

I recognize this is an important loan bill, but the shape 
the debate has taken this afternoon as a result of the inter- 
vention of the member for Renfrew North who wants to 
discuss the problems of Renfrew and the surrounding 
community in light of the Algonquin negotiations and the 
Algonquin land claim. Because of the presence of the hon- 
ourable minister responsible for native affairs and Minister 
of Natural Resources in the House, for which we are grate- 
ful, this is an opportunity not to be put off simply to con- 
venience the Lieutenant Governor—although I would love 
to do that generally—to have a short but important debate 
about native affairs which is all too rare an event in this 
House for reasons we understand, the priority of other 
pressing business, and so on. 

The minister has important responsibilities in native 
affairs, which I had for some six years, and it is hard to 
imagine a minister who could be better qualified by in- 
Stinct, training, background and by spirit, if I may say, to 
effectively discharge those important obligations. I want to 
say a word about them in light of what my colleague, the 
honourable member for Renfrew North, has said about 
potential conflict of interest because the minister responsi- 
ble for native affairs is also the Minister of Natural Re- 
sources. 

That allegation has been heard in the House before. I 


‘think it was made initially in the last parliament, perhaps 


by the member for Algoma—am I not right?—-when it was 
asserted that because I was both minister responsible for 
native affairs and Attorney General, and therefore charged 
in the latter capacity with settling litigation the Algonquins 
or others might bring, I confronted a conflict of interest. It 
was a Serious point which I think the honourable member 
for Algoma, certainly a member of his caucus, raised. I 
take it seriously and no less seriously because it is ad- 
vanced afresh and vigorously by the member for Re 
North. 

At the end of the day, it is a difficulty that ministers nM 
and large, with the assistance of their other colleagues, are 
able to overcome. It does not, however, avoid a perceptual 
problem in the general public, which is a very real one and 
will affect this minister more than it did me. 

I am very conscious of the patient and moderate way 
the member for Renfrew North has put his point. He is 
committed to the negotiations. He recognizes their impor- 
tance in the scheme of things both for the Algonquin people, 
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other native organizations that may indirectly benefit from 
the negotiating experience, and in the interest, clearly, of 
all the people of the province. He has accurately described, 
as I understand it, the situation that will be found at the 
dargaining table, in which place the minister, his deputy or 
a group of deputies perhaps, will represent all the people 
of Ontario. In the course of that bargaining, of course, they 
‘epresent all the people of Ontario which includes in a real 
sense the aboriginal people of Ontario who are entitled to 
nave their own counsel and to present their own govern- 
mental case to the government of Ontario, but for whom 
‘he government of Ontario has a real responsibility in the 
sense of fair dealing. I] am sure the present minister will 
nake every obligation, as I hope the past one did, to dis- 
charge that. 

It is useful to learn from experience, and the member 

for Renfrew North in describing his concerns and advanc- 
ing his warning, made a collateral reference to the fishing 
negotiations in the northwest that I think is worth empha- 
sizing. He described, with no glee at all, a picture of the 
former member in this House, Alan Pope, who as Minister 
of Natural Resources had negotiated on behalf of a previ- 
dus government a fishing agreement in the northwest and 
who was left swinging in the wind as his colleagues, ob- 
serving the dimension of the agreement, one by one or in 
groups of twos or threes promptly abandoned him. 
_ When we came to office in 1986, the pressure to nego- 
tiate a fishing agreement was of course even greater than it 
had been in the early 1980s, and we looked at the experi- 
ence of the previous government. The previous govern- 
ment was well-intentioned, I believe, and the minister of 
the day was committed to making a breakthrough in an 
extraordinarily difficult area, no less difficult than the area 
the minister contemplates negotiating now. More complex 
in some ways, but less complex than in other ways, but it 
would have been a breakthrough. 

We analysed what the previous Conservative govern- 
ment had done and we drew the conclusion, rightly or 
wrongly, that the difficulty the previous Conservative gov- 
emment had got into in the course of those negotiations 
was that they had tried to negotiate the agreement behind 
closed doors and produce an agreement acceptable to the 
indian governmental organizations and to the government 
of Ontario, and then to present it to cabinet, the Legislature 
and the people for approval. 
| That failed. While there was no alarm in the public 
mind during the negotiation process because none of it was 
public, the stakes were not clearly identified, nor the con- 
cerns publicly identified. As soon as the terms of the 
agreement became public, ministers of that Conservative 
government began to abandon ship. One of the first to 


leave the ship was a member for an adjacent constituency, 


whose initials were LB and for whom detail is not here 
necessary. 

That effort failed, and it was our view when we came 
to government in 1985 that it failed because the negotia- 
tions had taken place behind closed doors. I draw that to 
this government’s attention because we, in 1985 and I 
hope throughout to 1990, believed in open government, 
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open negotiations, widespread consultation with a variety 
of people. 
We decided we would open a new kind of process— 
Hon Mr Wildman: You kept the document secret. 


Mr Scott: The minister is laughing, but he has not 
heard all the laughs yet. 

We decided we would conduct an open process in 
which the proposals on both sides of the table would be 
publicly advanced, so that citizens could look at what na- 
tive people sought and at what the government of all the 
people was prepared to make by way of response, so we 
could go out and native governmental organizations could 
go out to the communities and say, “Here is what they are 
asking, here is what we are proposing, here is where the 
deal is coming down to.” So at the end of the day, as I said 
to my bureaucratic staff, when the agreement is achieved 
there will be no surprises. Everybody in all the communi- 
ties who are interested—and were they interested—will be 
able to follow it day by day in the weekly press. 
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We started that process, we committed ourselves to it. 
We sent Ministry of Natural Resources people hither and 
yon all through the northwest to explain its simplicity, its 
beauty, its charismatic characteristics that would permit 
everybody to be heard, to understand and to approve as we 
moved step by step to the fishing negotiations. And we 
would thus achieve an agreement. It might indeed have 
looked rather like the previous Conservative agreement, 
but it would contain no surprises and achieve the very kind 
of public approval which is so important and to which the 
member for Renfrew North referred. 

That process, I regret to say, though extremely well-in- 
tentioned, did not work. What happened? The first docu- 
ment that came out was the proposal the aboriginal 
organizations made. It was a startup proposal. I had been 
through bargaining when Howard Goldblatt was in short 
pants—or whatever they wore in the early 1960s—and I 
knew the first proposal on the table was not very often the 
form the agreement ultimately took. 

As an experienced minister, and my bureaucrats were 
the same, we were not intimidated by the initial proposal 
the aboriginal people made essentially for the first time in 
a public way. I do not have to tell the minister, because he 
was living around there then, but I should tell my other 
colleagues that when that proposal landed on the streets of 
these towns in the northwest, you would have thought 
Magna Carta and a whole lot else was seriously at stake. 

The problem with that exercise is. that the public did 
not always understand the nature of the negotiation pro- 
cess. They did not understand perfectly that the govern- 
ment would not respond positively to every one of the 
submissions. I remember it was shortly before, dare I say, 
the election of 1987 when public meetings were held in the 
northwest. More people attended the public meeting at Red 
Lake than live in the town. So great was the excitement 
and the real deep-felt anxiety the people had about these 
aboriginal negotiations. 

We had to put that effort on hold—a hold the minister 
has not yet removed but perhaps shortly will—not because 
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the proposal was misunderstood by the public, because 
that could have been corrected. We did that because a more 
fundamental defect in the process developed and appeared. 
The defect was that people in the northwest recognized 
aboriginal people would be at the bargaining table with 
their lawyers and their representatives. They saw that the 
government of Ontario would be at the table, with our 
lawyers and our representatives, and the government at the 
table was going to be represented by whom? The minister 
responsible for native affairs. They did not see that any- 
body else was going to be at the table. The tourists, fisher- 
men, hunting people and the people of those communities 
and the municipalities said, “Who is going to represent us 
in that bargaining?” 

I tried, as the Minister of Natural Resources is no doubt 
trying to say, as he said in the two minutes allocated, “I 
represent everybody.” The difficulty is, at the end of the 
day, it will not wash. The irony is, and I know the minister 
will confirm this—it is hard to remember now—but in 
1985, there had never been a government in a long time 
like we had when the Liberals came to office. I do not ask 
the back bench to go crazy with anxiety, that is not to say 
we were perfect or we will ever be there again, but 1985 
represented a fundamental change in governance in On- 
tario and it is hard to recognize how far we have come. 

The interesting thing was that in 1985, 1986 and 1987, 
the government of Ontario was recognized as the most 
progressive government in Canada, with the possible ex- 
ception of the NDP government in Manitoba, with respect 
to aboriginal affairs. I do not say that boastfully, I say that 
simply to describe what happened. 

The tourist operators, the communities in the northwest 
at all those meetings looked at us and said: “You’re going 
to represent the aboriginal people. We understand it when 
you bargain with their governments, but who is going to 
represent us?” When I said, “I will, the government of 
Ontario will,” they said, “We know you’re going to try, but 
as you’re already the minister for native affairs representing 
the native people, we’re not entirely sure that you’re going to 
represent us the way we would want to be represented.” 

That is a conflict of interest that may not be technically 
real, but it is a perceptual difficulty that got Alan Pope into 
impossible trouble and frankly got the previous govern- 
ment into very grave difficulty in trying to negotiate the 
fishing agreement. The problem was that it was insoluble 
at the time. We set up, as the minister knows, a committee 
of non-aboriginal users, under a very distinguished lawyer 
from Dryden, to give us advice about how that conceptual 
sense of non-representation by non-aboriginal users could 
be cured. 

Should these people be at the table with the govern- 
ment and the aboriginal people? If they are not at the table, 
and that presents some real problems, how should they be 
briefed on developments? If you brief them fully on devel- 
opments, what other obligations do you have to other 
citizens’ groups and what other obligations do you have to 
legislative and other groups that are interested in the pro- 
cess? The Dryden group, as I call it, produced an ex- 
tremely interesting paper with a lot of imaginative 
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suggestions. Not all of them will appeal to every ministry, 
and I frankly say that not all of them appeal to me. : 


Hon Mr Wildman: Where is it? 


Mr Scott: It is right in there, and I suggest to the 
minister that he runs a risk. I hope it is not a great risk, but 
he runs a risk that in the northeast the conceptual conflict, | 
“Who is going to represent the people who live here? Bud 
Wildman is already representing the native people,” will 
develop. 

The tougher the negotiations get, and they will be vem 
tough and very hard in the best sense, the more real that 
conceptual difficulty is going to be and the more that con-. 
ceptual difficulty is going to get in the way, not of making 
a settlement at the table, but of making it possible to per- 
suade people all across the province, and particularly in the 
area, that the settlement is the right one. 

I am as committed as the minister is, and I think he 
knows this, at his initiative and the initiative of the govern- 
ment to negotiate effectively, directly and at whatever dis- 
patch can be achieved, to bring to a head these enormous 
not only land claim issues, but also self-government is- 
sues. The problem is that the fishing negotiations under 
two governments have indicated we lack a mechanism to 
provide public assurance that the results we are getting are 
either understood or appropriate. 

The problem that I am concerned about with the Al- 
gonquin negotiations is, it seems to me, that it does not 
include that mechanism. I that it would be a tragedy, and I 
know the minister thinks this, if what happened to me in 
the northwest happened to him in the northeast. 

I add only one warning to what the member for 
Renfrew North has said, and it is that, if that occurs, the 
process to which the minister is so committed will be fun- 
damentally set back. He does not want that, I do not want 
that, I do not think anybody in the House wants it. I do not 
think it is in the interests of the public. 


I would encourage the minister to move as directly as 
he can to develop some kind of mechanism. There are a 
number of models—none of them is perfect, each of them 
has advantages and disadvantages—that will provide an 
assurance to the non-aboriginal users, particularly in the 
adjacent municipalities, that their concerns are not only 
represented in a general way by ministers of the crown, but 
are in concrete form taken account of by either participa- 
tion at the table, which I do not directly recommend, or 
participation at a kind of second tier of negotiations at 
least, so that these communities and these groups will 
know from day to day what is going on. 


1750 - 


At the end of the day, I think the best assurance that 
people do not get alarmed and overreact is to be certain 
that they get knowledge at the appropriate times and in the 
appropriate way and from the appropriate authority as to 
what is actually happening and get a level of participation 
that meets their own community needs. 


I congratulate the minister on his initiative, as I support 
the third reading of this important money bill, and I hope he 
will be able to give us the assurance that some mechanism to 
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ake account of the concerns that have been raised by my 
colleague and others today is addressed. 

_ Without such a mechanism, the task may succeed. He 
jay get away without the mechanism. But if it does not 
ucceed, it will cause serious difficulties not only with 
espect to this claim, which will then be driven to the 
‘ourts, but to many other claims in other parts of the prov- 
ace, which I know the minister is anxious during his term 
» address as effectively as he can. 

We wish him well. Those who have had experience 
‘at is now his are very concerned, and we hope that he 
vill have an opportunity in the next few months to address 
his important aspect of the work he has undertaken. 


Hon Mr Wildman: In the interests of time, I will be 
's quick as I can and will hope for another time as I did the 
ast time. 

I want to address one particular matter, and that is the 
juestion of conflict of interest. The former minister who 
1as just spoken will recognize that while I am the minister 
esponsible for native affairs and must represent the needs 
nd concerns and aspirations of the native people, I am 
so the Minister of Natural Resources, the minister re- 
ponsible for the timber, for the wildlife, for the wilder- 
ess, for the wetlands, for the users of those resources. I 
nust represent them too. That is not a conflict of interest in 
ny view at all. 

Even if there were two separate ministers, two different 
ninisters, they would have to come together at some point 
o resolve these issues, because these issues with regard to 
and claims mean that the Ministry of Natural Resources is 
‘entral to any kind of a settlement. Those two separate 
ministers, if they were indeed separate, would have to 
ome together in the final settlement. 

I want to also say in these particular negotiations that 

vere referred to by the two previous speakers, I do not 
inticipate that they will be swift. They are long, they will 
ye complex, and I think even an optimist would believe we 
vould have them settled within two years. 
_ | think it is important for us to take into account the 
concerns raised by the two previous members and the 
spirit in which they raised them. It is incumbent upon us to 
nform and to be informed about the needs and concerns of 
he non-native resource users, in this case those who use 
he park particularly, and in that sense all Ontarians. 

I take their concerns at heart, but I do not believe that it 
S a fundamental impossibility to resolve these issues. I 
‘ecognize it is necessary for all of us in this House to 
approach them with goodwill in order to be able, as my 
friend the member for Renfrew North said, to sell those 
settlements when they are met. 

The Acting Speaker: Would the member for St 
George-St David like to wind up for his final two minutes? 

Mr Scott: No, thank you. 


1800 


The House divided on Mr Laughren’s motion, which 
was agreed to on the following vote: 
La motion de M. Laughren, mise aux voix, est adoptée : 


Ayes/Pour—47 


Boyd, Buchanan, Christopherson, Churley, Cooper, 
Coppen, Dadamo, Drainville, Farnan, Fletcher, Frankford, 
Gigantes, Haeck, Hansen, Harrington, Haslam, Hayes, 
Hope, Jamison, Johnson, Klopp, Lessard, Mackenzie, 
MacKinnon, Malkowski, Martel, Martin, Mathyssen, 
Mills, Morrow, Murdock, S., O’Connor, Owens, Perruzza, 
Rae, Silipo, Sutherland, Ward, B., Ward, M., Wark- 


' Martyn, Wessenger, Wildman, Wilson, F., Wilson, G., 


Winninger, Wood, Ziemba. 
Nays/Contre—20 


Bradley, Carr, Cleary, Conway, Cunningham, Elston, 
Eves, Henderson, Jackson, Jordan, Mahoney, McClelland, 
Miclash, Offer, O’Neill, Y., Scott, Sola, Sterling, Turnbull, 
Witmer. 


ROYAL ASSENT 
SANCTION ROYALE 


Hon Mr Alexander: Pray be seated. 

The Speaker: May it please Your Honour, the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the province has, at its present meeting 
thereof, passed a certain bill to which, in the name of and 
on behalf of the said Legislative Assembly, I respectfully 
request Your Honour’s assent. 

Clerk Assistant and Clerk of Committees: The fol- 
lowing is the title of the bill to which Your Honour’s assent 
is prayed: 

Bill 81, An Act to authorize borrowing on the credit of 
the Consolidated Revenue Fund. 

Projet de loi 81, Loi autorisant des emprunts garantis 
par le Trésor. 

Clerk of the House: In Her Majesty’s name, His 
Honour the Lieutenant Governor doth assent to this bill. 

Au nom de Sa Majesté, Son Honneur le lieutenant- 
gouverneur sanctionne ce projet de loi. 


His Honour the Lieutenant Governor was pleased to 
retire from the chamber. 

Hon Miss Martel: There has been an agreement 
among the three House leaders to recess from this point 
until 7 for dinner, and I would so move at this point. 

The Speaker: Miss Martel moves that the House re- 
cess until 7. Do we have unanimous agreement? 

Agreed to. 

The House recessed at 1812. 
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[Report continued from volume A| 
The House resumed at 1900. 


POLICE SERVICES AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI 
SUR LES SERVICES POLICIERS 
_ Mr Hampton moved third reading of Bill 66, An Act 
o amend the Police Services Act, 1990. 


M. Hampton propose la troisiéme lecture du projet de 
oi 66, Loi portant modification de la Loi de 1990 sur les 
services policiers. 


Hon Mr Hampton: As I noted on second reading, this 
s a technical amendment designed to remove any doubt 
ibout the jurisdiction of boards of inquiry constituted before 
31 December 1990. It reflects the policy position adopted 
vy this House in the Police Services Act whereby members 
yf boards of inquiry may continue in office to finish the 
vork already assigned to boards which they started before 
heir appointments as panels members expired. 

I appreciate the support of the House for this bill and I 
im grateful that together we will have reduced uncertainty 
ind avoided the need for litigation on this issue. 

Motion agreed to. 


La motion est adoptée. 


BIG SISTERS OF SUDBURY ACT, 1991 


_ Mrs Mathyssen, on behalf of Ms Murdoch, moved 
second reading of Pr11, An Act to revive The Big Sisters 
Irganization of The Regional Municipality of Sudbury. 


Motion agreed to. 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. 
SOUTH OTTAWA 
SERVICES FOUNDATION, INC ACT, 1991 


My Daigeler, on behalf of Mr Grandmaitre, moved 
second reading of Bill Pr13, An Act respecting South Ot- 
awa Services Foundation, Inc. 

_ Motion agreed to. 
_ Third reading also agreed to on motion. 
MAY COURT CLUB OF OAKVILLE ACT, 1991 


_ Mr Carr moved second reading of Bill Pr69, An Act to 
‘evive The May Court Club of Oakville. 


Motion agreed to. 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. 


LONDON FOUNDATION ACT, 1991 


Mr Carr, on behalf of Mrs Cunningham, moved sec- 
dnd reading of Bill Pr71, An Act respecting The London 
Foundation. 


Motion agreed to. 
House in committee of the whole. 
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LONDON FOUNDATION ACT, 1991 

Section 1: 

The First Deputy Chair: Mr Carr moves that para- 
graph 3 of subsection 3b(2) of the act, as set out in section 
1 of the bill, be amended by striking out “Elizabeth 
Gervin” in the first line and substituting “Elizabeth Girvin, 
Glen Johnson.” 

Motion agreed to. 

Section 1, as amended, agreed to. 

Sections 2 and 3 agreed to. 

Bill, as amended, ordered to be reported. 


On motion by Miss Martel, the committee of the 
whole House reported one bill with a certain amendment. 


THIRD READING 
The following bill was given third reading on motion: 
Bill Pr71, An Act respecting The London Foundation. 
1910 


EMPLOYMENT STANDARDS AMENDMENT ACT 
(EMPLOYEE WAGE PROTECTION PROGRAM), 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI SUR LES NORMES 
D’EMPLOI (PROGRAMME DE PROTECTION DES 
SALAIRES DES EMPLOYES) 


Resuming the adjourned debate on the motion for sec- 
ond reading of Bill 70, An Act to amend the Employment 
Standards Act to provide for an Employee Wage Protec- 
tion Program and to make certain other amendments. 


Reprise du débat ajourné sur la motion de deuxiéme 
lecture du projet de loi 70, Loi portant modification de la 
Loi sur les normes d’emploi par création d’un Programme 
de protection des salaires des employés et par adoption de 
certaines autres modifications. 


The Acting Speaker (Mrs Haslam): I believe the mem- 
ber for Brampton North had the floor when we finished. 


Mr McClelland: Much has been said about this bill 
over the past few weeks, and certainly with the amend- 
ments that will be more formally introduced when this bill 
goes before committee, a great deal of the bill has been 
changed. With the debate that ensued on 30 May of this 
year, when I had an opportunity to speak to some of the 
concerns, I want to say very candidly that I appreciate the 
response of the minister and the fact that some amend- 
ments were forthcoming. 

When the minister made the statement in the House 
with respect to his amendments, I indicated at that time 
that I felt, and I still maintain the view, I say in all candour 
to the minister in his presence here this evening, that it was 
indicative of a fundamental problem with the whole process 
with respect to the development of Bill 70. I think it calls into 
question the consultative process that is espoused by this 
government. 

It was said from the outset, and I notice the member 
for Chatham-Kent spoke at length on 30 May about the 
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consultation that had taken place. I said at that time it 
stretches credibility to suggest that the business commu- 
nity and the non-profit and charitable sectors had been 
consulted on this legislation. It seems to me they were 
consulted after the fact, and the consultation was really 
initiated by them. It seems to me that, given the history of 
events with respect to this bill, there was a furore; there 
was a grass-roots movement with respect to the implications 
of Bill 70. Only after that was initiated by the business 
community, by people in the non-profit sector, did the so- 
called consultation take place. 

I know very well what this government deems to be 
consultation from time to time. I heard an example just this 
morning, where a phone call setting up an appointment 
was Said to be after the fact while we consulted with this 
government. That is not consultation. Consultation is sitting 
down and trying to have an exchange of ideas, an honest 
exchange of viewpoints even if they are differing, and 
making some sort of honest attempt to understanding and 
exchanging ideas and maybe coming to some common 
ground and some meeting. I suggest fairly clearly that the 
history with respect to this legislation calls that into question. 

I am not privy to all the consultation that took place. It 
has been asserted by honourable members opposite—and I 
have no reason to question that they are all honourable 
members—that much consultation took place. But I think the 
extent of that is very questionable. I repeat my comments 
of 30 May that I think the history speaks for itself. Soon 
after this legislation was tabled, soon after the business 
community became aware of the implications and soon after 
the non-profit and charitable sectors of the province became 
aware of what was happening, they had input of their own 
initiative and of their own making to the minister, and 
changes were forthcoming. 

Initially, this evening I would like to make it very clear 
and emphasize that wage protection is important. I think 
that goes without saying, but it is necessary for us to go on 
the record and say very strongly that we make a clear 
statement that we believe in that principle. When workers 
have earned money, they ought not to be prevented from 
collecting what is due to them in a timely and effective 
manner. Some sort of employee wage protection program 
should be a cost of doing business in Ontario. 

I would venture to say that the vast majority of respon- 
sible businessmen and businesswomen in this community 
have no problem with that and accept that premise and 
indeed would want that to be the case. They would want to 
enjoy good, healthy employer-employee relationships. 
Even in difficult times they would look to their employees 
and say, “Let’s work this out; let’s tough it out together,” 
and come to a solution and save a faltering business or a 
business that may be in trouble. I do not believe Bill 70 is 
the most efficient means, nor is it the least drastic means, 
of achieving this very important goal. 

Let’s take a brief look at the law as it affects businesses 
that may be insolvent or bankrupt in the province. Bear in 
mind that this legislation will only affect, as I understand it, 
businesses that are incorporated under the Business Corpo- 
rations Act. I say in all candour, if I were running a busi- 
ness and I had some concerns about legislation that was 
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forthcoming, I would just simply have letters of continu- 
ance and flip my business under the BCA. I would avoid it 
if I had those concerns. 

The crux of the issue and the way to cover this is 
through the Bankruptcy Act. We all know in this House that 
is federal legislation. I am sure the minister is very de- 
lighted and pleased that his colleague in Ottawa has re- 
sponded and made a commitment, in fact has tabled in the 
House of Commons in Ottawa legislation that would have 
significant changes to the Bankruptcy Act. That to me is 
the optimal means of achieving the ends and the very laud- 
able goals of Bill 70, because the Bankruptcy Act is indeed 
the problem. It is, so to speak, the wrench in the works. As 
we all know, the Bankruptcy Act sets out the prioritization 
of claims, and it is the Bankruptcy Act in its current form 
that really disadvantages the unpaid employees, compared 
to other claimants, upon dissolution of a business entity. 

The current government looks to the Employment 
Standards Act, through Bill 70 and through amendments to 
the act, as the way of achieving the goal it has in mind. 
What does Bill 70 set out even with the proposed amend- 
ments? Within Bill 70 as amended, there is an expanded 
definition of wages. Directors previously were not liable 
for termination of eight weeks or severance, 26 weeks’ 
pay. This could increase the liability of up to $20,000 per 
employee for directors under Bill 70. 

‘Ontario’s Business Corporations Act only makes direc- 
tors liable for wages. Bill 70 extends liability, and I think it 
is important for people in the business community to under- 
stand that. It extends liability to shareholders, potentially, 
who act as directors because of a unanimous shareholders’ 
agreement, which gives the shareholders all the rights and 
responsibilities of that director. I think it is very important 
to understand that in terms of implications for shareholders. 
The imposition of personal liability very well may, and ] 
suspect will, deter qualified advisers from becoming involved 
as directors in companies that are experiencing financial 
difficulty. 

Bill 70 is in my view an overreaction. It catches people 
who had never expected to have liability. When I say “ex- 
pected,” I talk in terms of a reasoned, thoughtful business 
decision by people who had entered into a business enter- 
prise based on the expectations that were clearly set out 
Directors and shareholders operating under a unanimous 
shareholders’ agreement accepted those positions based or 
a certain set of expectations and circumstances. It is clearly 
unfair to change the environment retroactively and still 
hold these people responsible under an expanded liability. 
1920 

Given the new circumstances that Bill 70 would bring 
to bear on the business climate in this province, I believe 
many of these directors would not have accepted the posi- 
tion in the first place because of the level of potential 
personal liability involved or, alternatively, they woulc 
have accepted those positions only if they were guaranteec 
that liability insurance was being paid for them or that they 
were compensated for the additional risk incurred in some 
other manner. | 

Clearly, many of us enter undertakings and enterprises 
in life based on a risk-benefit analysis. People enterec 
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‘businesses; they set them up. They became shareholders 
and accepted responsibilities within the corporate sector 
based on a set of expectations. There is no doubt in my 
‘mind that many of these people will come before commit- 
tee and express those concerns to the members of all three 
parties, who will be sitting in the standing committee on 
‘resources development this summer to hear the concerns 
coming from the public with respect to Bill 70. I urge 
members to listen carefully to those concerns. 

It seems to me that a number of suggestions have been 
made in the past as the concept of wage protection was 
initiated. It is safe to say that many people within the 
Ministry of Labour suggested that a stand-alone interim 
provision was really the route to go. To bring in Bill 70, in 
terms of changing the Employment Standards Act, setting 
it up was not the most advisable route to go. I do not want 
to belabour the point this evening—we have a lot of busi- 
ness to cover and members have been very patient with the 
proceedings here today—but as this goes to committee 
members, will hear from countless people, if they are 
given the opportunity to present, how they would endorse 
the concept but feel very strongly that the mechanism by 
which the government is seeking to impose its view with 
respect to wage protection is inappropriate and fundamen- 
tally unfair. 

Failure to comply with the provisions under the legisla- 
tion could result in a fine of up to $50,000. I think that 
ought to be reconsidered. It is an extraordinarily hefty pen- 
alty. I know that is the maximum and the variety of cir- 
cumstances would be taken into account when the 
adjudicator, whoever he or she is, determines the level of 
the fines to be levied in the cases where the legislation was 
transgressed. But surely it is important to know that in 
many cases people who potentially would be fined for 
failure to comply did not set out to have their companies 
go under. 

As I looked back through Hansard, I was really con- 
cerned; I said in my comments on 30 May that I was not 
convinced the Minister of Financial Institutions really 
meant what he said, because of the way he characterized 
the business community, the corporate sector, and I quote: 
“The corporate sector in this province would prefer to say 
that no individual is responsible and that no individual 
should be liable.” 

I beg to differ, with great respect to the Minister of 
Financial Institutions. I do not believe the vast majority of 
business people, men and women, feel that way at all. I 
believe that they are responsible and that they enter into 
business with the best of intentions to make a contribution 
to society and to their families and to themselves. To sug- 
gest that they do so with a lack of responsibility and an 
unwillingness to accept responsibility I think is grossly 


unfair to men and women who set out in an entrepreneurial 


spirit to establish the lifeblood of the economy, in many 
instances, in small communities all across this province 
and who have contributed so very dramatically to the 
tiches we have enjoyed over the past number of years. I 
draw to the attention of members opposite that the vast 


majority of new jobs created for women and for young 
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people entering their first job have been created in the 
small business, entrepreneurial sector. 

The Minister of Financial Institutions also said, “The 
corporate sector would prefer to see nobody responsible 
for those irresponsible acts.” I completely reject that state- 
ment. I do not believe for one minute that it is fair to 
categorize it as an “us and them” situation and say that all 
corporations and business people are these terrible people 
who are setting out to be irresponsible and do harm to 
individuals. 

It was also said in the debate on 30 May that people 
were happy to have been involved in the drafting of this 
legislation. If that is the case, I think they would want to 
reconsider very carefully the implications of what they 
said at that time. Surely the amendments have been forth- 
coming as a result of concerns expressed and heard and 
responded to. I applaud the government for doing that, but 
simply to say we did that in response to those concerns 
begs the question of why those concerns were not ad- 
dressed in the initial case. 

It comes back to the same question I asked initially: 
Where was the consultation? Where did it really take 
place? Who sat down and thought through the implications 
of this legislation in terms of its potential impact on the 
business community? I am delighted that the not-for-profit 
sector, the charitable sector, has been removed from the 
implications of that, but who thought that through in the 
initial instance? Who sat down and thought about it, and 
who turned their minds to the impact of this legislation that 
people were boasting about three weeks ago in terms of 
their involvement in its drafting. 

Another provision of Bill 70 that needs to be addressed 
and that I believe will be addressed by individuals 
throughout this province is the provision that directors 
need not be the last resort in terms of collecting wages and 
severance pay that might be due. I believe the employer is 
primarily responsible. I have no question about that. As I 
said, I think the concept behind the bill is fine, but surely 
proceedings against employers ought to be exhausted— 
and under this legislation they do not have to be ex- 
hausted—before proceedings are commenced against 
directors and relevant shareholders. That is pursuant to 
subsection 40s(2) of the proposed legislation. 

In my view, all avenues of the corporation should have 
been exhausted and explored prior to making individuals 
responsible for the actions of an independent entity. That is 
the concept of business law, as we have understood it, that 
has evolved over 130 years in this jurisdiction. It did not 
grow up without some rationalization. It grew up over 130 
years for some very fundamental reasons in terms of the 
evolution of law and what that embodies, creating corpora- 
tions as individual entities that stand unto themselves and 
that have the qualities and rights of an individual or a 
person in law. 

It seems to me that to depart from that concept on the 
basis of this particular issue opens the door to grave con- 
siderations in the future. Surely, to be consistent with the 
development of common law and business law as we have 
understood it, and as business has operated successfully 
for the most part in this jurisdiction and in jurisdictions in 


2132 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO. 


North America for well over 130 years, we ought to look 
very carefully at revisiting whether or not the corporation 
as an entity ought to be held to account first before indi- 
viduals are held personally liable. 

It is very clear under the act that individuals cannot 
contract out of liability, but directors may be indemnified 
by an employer. That is fine. It seems to me that this 
results in a basic unfairness to companies on the verge of 
insolvency. Many smaller companies close to bankruptcy 
or in difficulty cannot afford to indemnify their directors. 
This is not a scheme, in its final analysis, to encourage 
people to go out and buy insurance. It is, or ought to be, a 
scheme to set up wage protection. I believe we are missing 
the mark, and this bill will misdirect some of the focus. 
There is a two-year limitation under Bill 70 within which 
proceedings must be commenced. Quite frankly, the Busi- 
ness Corporations Act as we know it is of no application, 
and section 131 of that act has no meaning whatsoever. 

I reiterate the position I hold very strongly, that the 
development of business law in Ontario over the last num- 
ber of generations has evolved on the basis of what works 
and makes sense and has been a give and take. An evolu- 
tion of that law, it seems to me, ought not to be thrown out, 
on a very, very fundamental principle of business law. 


1930 

Other ancillary concerns would include, in my view, 
the issue of how this fund will be paid for in the long term. 
Current plans, as I understand it from statements made in 
this House, call for the program to be funded out of gen- 
eral tax revenues. However, neither the Premier nor the 
Treasurer has ruled out a payroll tax or other tax measures, 
and I say—I think with considerable accuracy—that nei- 
ther has indicated precisely how the initial funds will be 
raised for that. They certainly will come out of general 
revenues in the initial instance, but perhaps we will have 
another tax under way. 

Whether it is done out of general revenues or out of an 
additional tax, when all is said and done, successful busi- 
nesses will be subsidizing the failed or unmet responsibili- 
ties of less successful operations. So if you run a good 
business, and I am unsuccessful, you will again end up 
subsidizing me. 

Contrary to some of the sentiments I have heard ex- 
pressed opposite, there is no business in the world that sets 
out and says, “Over the next number of years, we’re going 
to lose money and, hopefully, go out of business.” Nobody 
sets out to do that; quite the opposite. I am amazed to hear 
some of the rhetoric from people opposite who have the 
preconceived notion that somehow businesses set out to 
lose money and cut employees loose. Quite frankly, it bog- 
gles the mind to think how that concept can be embedded, 
that there would be such a sense of divisiveness and a 
sense of confrontation— 


Mr Elston: A lack of understanding. 


Mr McClelland: —and a lack of fundamental under- 
standing, our House leader says, of how business operates. 
The world does not always operate on an adversarial basis. 
I say to my friends opposite that it is time to put that 
adversarial concept aside and understand that it is not the 


norm in this world. They may firmly believe it from their 
backgrounds, some of them, and I say that with respect. I 
understand where many of them are coming from. But you 
do not deal with 2% or 3% of the population by going after 
100%. Some businesses that operate in the province expect 
2% or 3% of their accounts will be bad. In some cases, it 
may be more. But businesses do not operate on the con- 
cept that all of their customers will be bad customers. 
Businesses do not operate on the concept of fundamental 
understanding that all of their debtors will create problems 
for them. They operate on the basis that most of their 
customers are good customers, and they deal with the spe- 
cific problems as they arise. 

It seems to me that the concept embodied in Bill 70 in 
its initial form, and also the whole process and the rhetoric 
I have heard surrounding it, is that all these businesses are 
terrible people. Some of them are bad actors; there is no 
question about that. but certainly in society we do not set 
out with a premise that everybody is a bad actor and deal 
with it. We deal with the specific circumstances and de- 
velop a remedy that focuses on the problem. To use an old, 
proverbial cliché, you do not kill flies with sledgehammers. 
You go after them. You do not use a chainsaw when a scalpel 
will do the job. 

I say to my friends opposite to think very carefully about 
what they are saying to the business community and people 
who are looking at this jurisdiction. The bill remains retro- 
active at the present time until 1 October 1990. It will not 
be passed now until October 1991—a year of retroactivity. 
Retroactive legislation of this type, in my view, is entirely 
unfair. I think it calls into question some very basic funda- 
mental freedoms that we have understood in this province 
and this country. I say that with the greatest of respect to my 
friends opposite, who have always been the champions of 
democracy and freedom, who pride themselves on advo- 
cating against injustices and things that are unfair in this 
world and in this province. | 

How can they possibly say to people in good con- 
science, after the fact, “We’re changing the rules”? Many 
of them have invested, quite literally, everything they 
have. In some cases, family members have thrown their lot 
in with businessmen and women—sometimes extended 
families. Many of you people are involved in business and 
you know what I am talking about. You have gone to your 
in-laws or your friends or your brothers or your cousins, 
and they have helped you out, or you have helped them 
out. To say, after the fact, that we are going to change the 
rules of the game is fundamentally unfair. Furthermore, ] 
think it sends out a very serious message to people, not 
only in Ontario but literally around the world. | 

We had a debate or some comments surrounding this 
with respect to Bill 4 and the retroactive nature of that 
legislation prior to the Minister of Housing bringing out 
his so-called permanent legislation. But think about the 
message the government is sending. The implications of this 
legislation are not only with respect to the black and white set 
out in the documents; it is the inherent message. The mes- 
sage is to men and women who would seek to do business 
in Ontario: “Be careful, because you don’t know what the 
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ules are going to be down the line. Don’t make any deci- 
ions. We’re prepared to change the rules after the fact.” 
| Some of our colleagues are out playing baseball tonight. I 
vant to make it very simplistic. What happens in sports is 
his: You set out a set of rules, one team and the other team 
\gree to what is going to happen and you play the game by 
hose rules. You do not change them after the fact and say, 
By the way, we don’t like the way it was done; we want 
o change the rules to make sure we come out on top.” 
_ Members opposite say that is simplistic, but they 
hould think about that analogy. They should think about it 
a terms of personal relationships and family relationships. 
fou do not go by after the fact and say, “By the way, we 
iad certain expectations, but now I’m changing them; not 
mly am I changing them, I’m changing them back to what 
hey were over a year ago.” But that is the message the 
sovernment is sending to the business community. I say 
vith all respect, how can it possibly in fairness tell people 
fter the fact, “All bets are off, we’re changing the rules”? 

Second, have members thought about what that is 
joing to tell people who are thinking about coming here? 
s this the end of it? Is this one more straw to be piled on 
o the camel’s back, so to speak, or is this the beginning of 
. tidal wave—if I can use a mixed metaphor—of changes 
hat are going to come, many of them retroactively? That 
juestion is being asked. Believe me, it is being asked by 
seople not only in this province who are considering moving 
Asewhere; it is being asked by people who otherwise would 
jave considered coming to do business in this province. They 
lo not know what the rules are and Bill 70 is sending out 
hat message in terms of its retroactive application. 

The summary procedure that is embodied in Bill 70 
tives former employees instant and direct access to 
lirectors’ assets without notice. I will just put that on the 
ecord for members’ consideration, to think that through. 
Also, to tie it back in to the concept of corporations stand- 
ng as an individual entity and existing as an entity unto 
hemselves in law as we understand it in this province, 
vurely there ought to be an opportunity for directors to 
lave notice to be able to explore what other possibilities 
*xist within the corporate structure to satisfy what is ulti- 
nately a legitimate claim. 

_ I want to repeat two things in summary. The message 
0 business investors right now is that there are no rules. 
Che government did that with Bill 4. I do not have it on 
iuthority, because I am not privy to all of the detail, but I 
im t told that after Bill 4 was introduced, essentially all the 
ife insurance investment in this province died out. That is 
\ big chunk of money. They did not tie it up and say, 
*We’re not investing in Ontario any more because we don’t 
vant to get into residential legislation.” They said, “We’re 
10t doing it because we don’t know what the rules are.” 

The government is repeating, it is amplifying that mes- 
age again with Bill 70. It is saying once again to business- 
nen and businesswomen, investors, international money, 
“You don’t know what the rules are now; you don’t know 
what they’re going to be in the future.” That in a sense has 
yeen the case in any jurisdiction: the rules always changed 
Jown the road. This is the first government that I am aware 
of that has taken such great liberty in changing the rules 
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after the fact and going back and saying: “We don’t like 
the fit, so we’re going to change it. I’m sorry you came in 
here with certain beliefs and expectations, but that’s too 
bad. We don’t like the fit and we’re going to change it.” I 
would not be willing to go high risk in that environment. I 
say that very candidly. Many members, if they were to 
search their own consciences, would not be prepared to do 
that. They would not engage in undertakings with their 
colleagues or other individuals if they were not sure what 
the rules were now, much less what they were going to be 
down the road. 
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One of the other interesting things I find is this concept 
that business is out to lose money. No business—and I 
have said this before—sets out to lose money. One of the 
great ironies is that the cabinet of this government is saying: 
“We’re going to change the rules with respect to you. By 
the way, at the same time, we’re prepared to set a course of 
action over the next four years and essentially bankrupt 
this province. We’re going to hold you personally liable 
and personally responsible if ill befalls you through no 
fault of your own, but at the same time we’re going to take 
the liberty to say, “We’re going to set out intentionally to 
go on a course of spending enormous sums of money and 
incurring a huge deficit.’ By the way, that is not our fault. 
We’re doing it because all our motivation is noble and we 
have the best of intentions in what we’re doing and we are 
doing it to contribute to the wellbeing of this province.” 

I find it ironic that the government would be willing to 
change the rules for people in the business community and 
yet it cannot even come close to having that same standard 
of conduct for itself. 


I dare say some of my colleagues would be the first to 
jump on this and say, “Oh, you’re scaremongering.” If 
members do not think businesses are going to move out of 
Ontario as a result of this, they are dreaming. The member for 
Chatham-Kent laughs at that. He should wake up and smell 
the coffee, because businesses are looking very seriously. 


The question is, is this the thin edge of the wedge? 
What is going to follow? What is going to take place here? 
What is going to happen in Ontario? He ought to wake up. 
If any shareholder of any company set out to do what he is 
doing, he would be fired. Many of the government members 
are going to be fired in four years. They should bear that in 
mind. They can sit there with the biggest grins on their 
faces that they have right now, but four years from now, 
they will not be back. They should bear in mind that one of 
the reasons they will not be back is because they are taking 
the hope of jobs away from the very people they vowed to 
work for, to create jobs for. A lot of those people are not 
going to have jobs as a result of some of the actions the 
government is taking. 


Companies are not only leaving Ontario; other companies 
are not going to come here. That is one of the grave, sad 
results of what is taking place surrounding this legislation 
and other legislation that is coming. There are not only 
reduced incentives to stay in Ontario of late; there are now 
disincentives to remain in Ontario and carry on business. I 
believe very clearly that there will be fewer startups of 
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companies, and that will be extremely detrimental to the 
economy. 

How are the NDP members going to pay for all the 
good things that many of them believe in? And they do. 
They believe in good stuff. For years, they have had that 
role in this province and many of them continue to do that. 
At the end of the day, the vast majority of us, from what- 
ever side of the House, whatever party we represent, be- 
lieve ultimately in many of the same goals in terms of 
bettering our society, providing for people who have legiti- 
mate needs and dealing with social issues and social con- 
cers. But how is the government going to do that if the 
engine that drives the economy either slows down or per- 
haps in some communities stops altogether? 

They can slough it off as easily as they want. They can 
grin and sit there in their seats and say, “Well, that’s the job 
of McClelland, because he’s in opposition, to talk about all 
the terrible things that this bill is going to do.” But they 
should understand the people who write the headlines in 
the newspapers this week that say businesses are being 
scared away; they should understand when men and 
women come to the door in their constituency offices, as 
they will in scores over the next year. They should remem- 
ber sitting here tonight, remember sloughing it off as just a 
little bit of an exercise they have to go through because 
they got unlucky and drew House duty tonight. They 
would rather be out playing ball. I would rather be out 
playing ball too. They should remember that when those 
people come to their doors this winter and ask them why 
they are losing jobs and why there are no prospects for 
employment in their communities and in their 
neighbourhoods. 

Another great consideration is those firms that specialize 
in saving faltering firms. They will be very wary of supplying 
their services to firms in Ontario. When they do their risk 
return or risk-benefit analysis to decide which firms are 
savable for what cost, it will cost Ontario firms more. 

I made some mention about venture capital and how it 
comes into the province for one of two reasons; one is to 
start companies up and the other is to turn failing compa- 
nies around. They will be very wary when they look at the 
cost-benefit analysis of coming into this jurisdiction. In the 
event that Bill 70 is passed—and I even believe in its 
current form—that risk-benefit analysis will tilt against at- 
tracting business and keeping business in this province. 

Investors will be deterred from investing in Ontario. 
The change in the business environment, the climate, will 
have that effect. There is no certainty any more in the 
province if the government goes ahead with this and has 
the retroactive provisions it is contemplating. That mes- 
sage will be heard loud and clear all across this province, 
across this continent and, I believe, around the world. 

I do not want to take too much more time. I notice 
many of our friends have been waiting for some time to 
speak on this. I want to make one or two concluding com- 
ments if I could. 

It is my belief that the additional risk of companies in a 
difficult time will have tremendous difficulty attracting top 
managerial talent for their companies. These men and 
women who have the managerial skills to come in and turn 
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companies around are among the most necessary peopl 
we have for the kind of economy we want to develop int 
the year 2000 and beyond in Ontario. Happily for ther 
but sadly for us, they are also the most mobile. They als 
have skills they can pick up and take to any number c 
jurisdictions, any number of companies located around th 
world, which would welcome their input. We need thos 
people the most when the economy is in difficulty, such a 
we have right now. They will say: “It’s not worth the risk 
Why should I be vulnerable? Why should I come in an 
try to turn companies around and help them?” Those wit 
management expertise, that skill men and women have, 
believe will be reluctant to be put to good use in the prov 
ince of Ontario. 

The amendments introduced were not simply draftin 
changes, although they were that. They were not a matte 
of clarification of a word here or there. The amendment 
result in changing the fundamental liabilities as set out i 
the bill in its first instance. Those changes indicate that th 
government certainly listened to some of the relevar 
groups and listened and responded. 

I hope the government will go back to the drawin 
board and listen to the things that come up when the bi 
goes out to committee. It has changed them fundamentall 
now. If it is intent on listening to the legitimate, hone: 
concerns of people who come before it, I think it will b 
prepared to change it some more. 

I have indicated my position. The government ought t 
scrap it and start fresh. I firmly believe that. It ought t 
have a stand-alone bill that sets up a fund that stands alon 
that is on an interim basis, that provides the very goo 
things the government wants to do through this, pendin 
the long-overdue amendments to the Bankruptcy Act. Bi 
it should listen carefully to what is said. It has listened i 
part, it should hear the rest of the story. It should hear th 
rest of what men and women concerned about their jot 
have to say. I say to the government members, what | 
going to happen to their friends and their children, whi 
kind of economy are they going to have? 

I see my friend the member for Windsor-Sandwich | 
here. I had the pleasure of living in that community for 
number of years, an economy so much tied to the ups an 
downs of the auto industry and so vulnerable to the ba 
times and enjoying the good times. One of the thrusts thi 
community has undertaken very well—I know, havin 
lived there for a number of years—is to diversify its ecor 
omy and to give some broad base in the economy that 
not necessarily auto-related. | 

You know those kinds of businesses you want to attra 
to the community of Windsor, to the other communities a 
across this province and to the north, where the parliamet 
tary assistant comes from, where they need to have thi 
diversity. Those are the kinds of businesses that are goin 
to be welcome here, the absence of which will hurt you 
communities. | 

The government should listen carefully, when it goes t 
committee, to all the affected groups. It should try to get. 
right this next time around. I say that in all sincerity. | 
should do the best it can and listen to these people an 
their concerns. If it thinks there is any legitimacy in it 


All, I ask it, in good conscience, to hear them out, not just 
‘0 pay lip service and sort of slough them off, as has hap- 
ened in the past, but to listen to the substance of what 
jhey have been saying. 

The Premier said the intention in the initial drafting 
pes not to increase the liabilities of directors and officers. 
Having done that, the minister has responded in part with 
\mendments. He has in fact increased the liability and the 
-xposure of directors. 

In this case I believe the road to bankruptcy, given the 
sood intentions of the Premier, as expressed by the Pre- 
nier, may in fact be the road to some significant economic 
iard times in this province. 
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_ T hope that as this goes out to committee, those con- 
serns I have expressed and others will be brought to bear. I 
ipplaud the minister for the work he has done working 
with his federal colleagues. He should continue to press 
hat issue. I hope he is successful. I wish him much luck 
ind success in seeing that happen in a timely fashion. 

I conclude by saying Bill 70 was brought forward with 
ntentions that nobody in this House from one of the three 
yarties questioned. Nobody said it was a bad idea to offer 
wage protection, but I do not think there has been for a 

ong time such a quick, grass-roots response to some of the 
jeficiencies in the bill and the minister reacted to that. 

But it begs the question again: How did it ever get 
through in the first place? Who was minding the shop 
when this came forward? If the deficiencies were recog- 
1ized—and he admits by responding, which is great. I ap- 
dlaud him for doing that, but there were errors in terms of 
ts drafting and some of the concepts. 

He should listen to the rest of the concerns out there. 

Surely they deserve his honest response. Surely the people 
who have put so much on the line to provide for the econ- 
omy of this province ought to be heard and given the same 
<ind of attention many of the groups that have his ear 
“eceive. 
_ I ask him to put aside that adversarial concept so pre- 
dominant in some of the rhetoric we have heard here. He 
should put it aside and listen carefully to what they have to 
say. If he does that, everybody will come out a winner, 
garticularly men and women who are unemployed, who 
aave lost their jobs and ought to be given the protection. 
They also want to know they have jobs for the future, that 
their communities are viable and their children and others 
in their community have the prospect of jobs down the 
road. So I ask the minister to do that and I thank you, 
Madam Speaker, for the opportunity to participate. 


_ Mr Daigeler: The member for Brampton North has 
done an excellent analysis of what is wrong with this bill 
and I do not think I need to add much to it, other than to 
say for the life of me I cannot understand why cabinet let 
this bill go through to the House in the first place. 

_ I do understand the member for Hamilton East would 
bring in such a one-sided bill. I must admit that when I 
was on that side I had respect for the member for Hamilton 
East as a very ferocious, aggressive advocate for workers 
and unions generally. But as he is beginning to realize now 
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that, when you are in cabinet, on the government side, you 
have to take a broader look at things and respect the con- 
cerns of all society. 

I guess this message was brought home to him by the 
business community, by professionals, his own caucus col- 
leagues and probably the cabinet as well. He has brought 
in some major amendments of which I am pleased. But it 
does raise the question: Why did he bring in this bill in that 
shape in the first place? It does not reflect very well either 
on the minister or, I would say even more so, on the cabinet. 

Here is the new government with a bill very important 
for its own philosophy. What does it do, what is the result? 
They have to withdraw on the whole front even before it 
goes to committee. I do not think it is a very good sign for 
their own ability to manage their legislative agenda. 

It is good to see they are willing to recognize a mistake 
and are willing to say, “Okay, we made a mistake and we 
want to change it.” That I applaud them for. However, I 
only hope they would recognize and do the same thing on 
other matters. 


Mr Waters: In listening to the member for Brampton 
North, he said the feds were looking at this particular prob- 
lem with the Bankruptcy Act. The problem is that the feds 
have looked at it seven times over the last 20 years and 
have not done anything and I do not see any change right 
now. Where is the change and where is the potential for 
change there? 

In my view, this is labour legislation we are talking 
about, not bankruptcy legislation. It is unfortunate that a 
company has become insolvent, but this legislation is to pro- 
tect the worker and therefore belongs in employment stan- 
dards in the labour law. It does not belong in bankruptcy. 

I talked to some people who head up a division of a 
large corporation for one group. We dealt with their prob- 
lems, with what the minister had to say. When he made 
the amendments he dealt with all their concerns. They 
seemed quite happy with the legislation as it is now put 
forward. 

We are faced with a dilemma here. Certain businesses 
are going to falter and how are we going to protect the 
worker? The worker has some rights; that is what this 
legislation is all about, protection for the people who fall 
victim to a company when it has become insolvent. That is 
the aspect that we are trying to deal with. 

As far as retroactivity is concerned, business has been 
aware of this since last October, that it was going to be 
retroactive. This is going to be no surprise when the bill is 
proclaimed; they have been well aware and can plan for 
this. I see no problem at all. 


Mr Callahan: I do not think anyone has an exclusive 
possession of workers. Every party and everybody is con- 
cerned about workers. The difficulty with Bill 70, though, 
is that if you look at it in the long run, particularly in its 
unamended fashion, it goes a long way towards doing a 
disservice to workers, to lessening employment, particu- 
larly volunteers. If that bill had remained and remains— 
and I understand it is not going to—in its present form, it 
would have meant a great deal of volunteerism would very 
easily have been lost to this province. It is fine to speak of 
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employees, but when you speak of employees, you have to 
take a balanced look at it. You have to say that without 
jobs, you do not have employees, so that “employees” 
becomes a phrase that really means nothing. 

In the final analysis, when members look at legislation 
across the way there, I say to them, please do not look at it 
simply from the standpoint of employees. If they do, they 
can carry that to such an extreme they eventually kill the 
engine of business that creates the jobs, that creates the 
employees. In the final analysis, as much and as hard as 
they may try to be fair to the employee, they are doing a 
disservice to those people who require jobs to look after 
their families. I urge them in this legislation, and in some 
of the other employment legislation being brought down 
the pipe, they have to have a balanced approach because 
the people out there may think this is great stuff, but when 
they find they no longer have jobs and can no longer char- 
acterize themselves as employees, then of course the 
whole emphasis, the whole effort on the government’s part 
has been lost. 


Mr McClelland: I just want to say to my friend the 
member for Muskoka-Georgian Bay that I appreciate his 
sentiments and his comments, but clearly he does not un- 
derstand the implications of the Bankruptcy Act or the 
amendments proposed in the House of Commons just this 
week. In fact, I would hasten to add that his own minister 
has applauded those and said they are what we need. He 
hopes they will be forthcoming and is optimistic that will 
be the case, and hopes this legislation will work in tandem 
and those amendments will complement on another. I un- 
derstand the need to get up with some spontaneity and 
participate in the debate but, in so doing, he should cer- 
tainly be aware of what is taking place in the federal juris- 
diction as well as here. 

I simply say the motivation behind Bill 70 is clearly to 
ease the effects of recession, and I recognize that. As my 
friend the member for Brampton South has said, that is the 
intent, but it seems to me this is clearly not the appropriate 
means of doing that. It is a laudable end but, in the final 
analysis, the result will be the loss of industry and jobs in 
this province. It could very well increase terminations. The 
number of small businesses that close their doors may do 
so sooner. Directors, I believe, will wish to consolidate 
their losses rather than incur further personal liability, 
given the higher risks as created by Bill 70. 
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I would hope, as I said earlier, and I do not know how 
often I can repeat it, this government will listen carefully 
to what is being said out there. If you think you understand 
stuff, terrific. If you do not, be willing to go out and ask 
some questions and talk to the people who are doing it on 
a day-to-day basis. Understand their point of view. At least 
try to understand it. Try to understand what is involved 
with people who are trying to run businesses, who are 
trying to meet payrolls, who are trying to compete. I know 
it is not an accepted word in the lexicon over there, but 
competitiveness is important, and they should try to under- 
stand that, try to work it into their thinking as best they are 
able. They should put aside that preconceived notion that 


people have and work in co-operation and build an econ- 
omy that is good for everybody. 

Mrs Witmer: I am pleased to have this opportunity to 
speak to Bill 70 in its present amended form and to indi. 
cate that our party does support the principle of protection 
for workers who are owed back wages. Our party is 
pleased to see the amendments which remove the liability 
provisions for officers; which limit directors’ liability to 
wages and vacation pay, as is consistent with the current 
liability under the Ontario Business Corporations Act, 
which limits liability to those debts incurred during the 
term of the directorship, thereby removing the extension of 
liability for a full year after the resignation of a director; 
and which exempt non-profit organizations from the pro- 
visions of the bill. 

Concerns about these issues had been raised by 
Ontario’s business community and also by volunteer direc- 
tors. Our party has brought these concerns to the minister’s 
attention through a number of questions in the Legislature 
which highlighted the unfairness of including officers in 
the liability provisions, particularly for non-profit organi- 
zations. Also, we indicated the unavailability of directors’ 
and officers’ liability insurance to protect these individuals. 

On 28 May we asked the minister to commit himself tc 
bringing in an amendment to exempt officers and directors 
from the provisions of Bill 70, and now we are pleased te 
see that has been done. However, I still wonder why non- 
profit corporations were not originally exempt from the 
legislation, since the discussion paper, Wage Protection 
Fund, dated December 1990, stated on page 19—and | 
think this is extremely important: 

“Improved wage recovery from directors and officers 
may have the following unintended effect.” This is what 
was said, and this was known to the minister: “There may 
be a disincentive to become a director or officer of a cor- 
poration. This would be especially severe in the case of 
non-profit corporations where the directors volunteer thei1 
time and energy as a contribution to the community. It may 
therefore be appropriate to exempt non-profit corporations.” 

Why, I ask, did the minister not follow his own 
ministry’s advice as given in the discussion paper, Wage 
Protection Fund, in December 1990? 

On 16 May I asked the minister to withdraw this bill 
and produce an alternative model because we felt it was 
flawed in extending liability to officers. I indicated that it 
did not make sense to put the responsibility on the shoul- 
ders of the people who have absolutely no control or re- 
sponsibility over a firm’s fortunes. I am pleased that the 
officers will no longer be personally liable. This liability 
would have exposed many officers to personal ruin. | 

On 27 May I inquired about the availability oi 
directors’ and officers’ insurance and was not given ar 
answer to my question. That indicated to me that the bill 
was drafted without a clear understanding about the avail- 
ability of directors’ and officers’ insurance. Indeed, we 
were aware that there were only two companies that of- 
fered this insurance and they had indicated to us that they 
were unwilling to underwrite this insurance for companies 
whose financial positions were unstable, the very compa: 
nies that most needed the protection. Therefore, withou! 
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rotection, without insurance, small and medium-sized 
ompanies in this province would have opted to close, 
ather than face personal liability, and more jobs in this 
rovince would have been lost. 

_ Yes, Bill 70 in its original form was unfair, it was 
hortsighted and it was ill-conceived. However, I am very 
leased that the minister did respond and address the 
rowing level of concern with the legislation. I am pleased 
jat the minister recognized that Bill 70 was not creating 
ne single new job. In reality, it was going to cost us jobs. 


| While the amendments address many of the serious 
oncerns about Bill 70, they do not change the flawed 
rocess of its development. The government launched a 
onsultation process in January of this year. However, it 
tiled to include the recommendations of the business 
ommunity in drafting the original bill. The government 
‘mply paid lipservice to the word “consultation.” I would 
aggest that in future that meaningful and effective consul- 
ition take place. The measure of effective consultation is 
policy which in the end reflects a fair balance of the 
xpressed views and concerns of all the parties involved. 


Concern has also been expressed about the short con- 

ultation time line in January. I would suggest that in fu- 
ire this time line be extended so that all of the parties can 
nalyse, they can study and they can critique the discus- 
‘on paper and they can develop positions on the topic. 
‘his would be of considerable benefit to the government. 
‘he ministry must also spend the necessary time produc- 
1g discussion papers that discuss all possible and viable 
ptions before the legislation is brought to this House. 
__ It was because of haste and it was because of a lack of 
ue consultation that Bill 70 in its original form was 
oorly drafted and flawed in principle. It is for this reason 
vat Bill 70 should receive a thorough review through a 
ublic hearings process and be sent to committee. It is 
nportant that all of the stakeholders in this province who 
ill be directly impacted by the provisions of this bill have 
1e Opportunity to voice their very real and legitimate con- 
erns. We must ensure that this legislation does not, and I 
uote from IBM Canada, “dampen the entrepreneurial 
oirit that we should be encouraging if we are to move out 
f the current recession.” 


Although this job protection fund will provide some 
smporary relief for employees in this province, in the end 
is going to be the security of a job that is going to be in 
1e best long-term interest of workers, and that should be 
ur goal, to make sure that people in this province do have 
2cure, good-paying jobs. 

By sending this bill to committee, the government will 

ave a further opportunity to investigate and respond to the 
oncerns that are being raised in this province. — 
_ I would like to share with members at this time some 
f the concerns I feel need to be answered. First, the fed- 
ral Minister of Consumer and Corporate Affairs tabled a 
ill on 13 June to amend the Bankruptcy Act. Under this 
ew program, employees who are caught in a bankruptcy, 
receivership or liquidation can receive up to $2,000 for 
npaid wages and vacation pay and up to $1,000 for un- 
aid salesperson’s expenses. 


2010 

Currently a wage earner is only entitled to a preferred 
claim, in an amount not exceeding $500, for arrears in 
wages and vacation pay for services rendered during the 
three months preceding bankruptcy. Now an employee will 
be able to submit a claim to the wage claim payments 
program. The claim will be verified and the employee will 
receive 90% of the money owed within four to six weeks. 
The program will then recover the money, where possible, 
from the assets of the employer. Wage claims not covered 
by the fund, such as severance and termination, would 
rank as ordinary unsecured claims. 

Unfortunately, it is proposed that this federal program 
would be funded through a new payroll tax, and our party 
could not support another payroll tax. Indeed, the Cana- 
dian Federation of Independent Business has said, “An 
additional tax, no matter how small, is irresponsible when 
companies are reeling from the goods and services 
tax...and face substantial increases in payroll taxes for un- 
employment insurance on July 1.” 

We all know that experience indicates to us that once a 
new tax is introduced by any government, it will inevitably 
be increased in future budgets. The Canadian Federation of 
Independent Business wants employee wages to be made a 
secured or a superpriority claim, which would eliminate 
the need for such a fund. I would ask the minister to con- 
sider. Is this possible? 

Obviously, now that the amendments have been intro- 
duced by the federal government to the Bankruptcy Act, 
we must ensure that there is absolutely no duplication of 
programs or costs at the provincial and federal levels. In- 
deed, one question I have is, what provisions are there to 
prevent individuals accessing both funds? What discus- 
sions have taken place between the province and the fed- 
eral government to harmonize Ontario’s laws with the 
proposed reforms to the federal bankruptcy legislation 
amendments? 

The minister has indicated on several occasions that he 
would like to meet and discuss with his federal counter- 
parts. He indicated that again in June. He wanted to ensure 
the harmonization of the federal and provincial programs. 
Now the opportunity is there, and I would suggest that 
discussion take place. 

We must remember that our financial resources—and I 
am referring now to the taxpayers’ money, because it is the 
taxpayers who are going to be paying for this, whether it is 
a federal or a provincial program—the taxpayers’ dollars 
are limited and we must do everything possible to use 
them as effectively and efficiently as possible. 

Although I appreciate the fact that the government is 
trying to protect employees’ wages in cases of bankruptcy 
or abandonments, there are certain economic realities the 
government must take into account before developing leg- 
islation such as this. The government should conduct a 
cost impact analysis and start asking itself, can we afford 
this legislation in its present form? Will it lead to further 
job losses? 

Has the government considered a sunset clause, based on 
the implementation date of the federal program, to limit the 
cost of the Ontario program? Has the government considered 
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an alternative to the $5,000 maximum? Has the govern- 
ment considered limiting the compensation to wages and 
vacation pay? 

Concerns still exist in the business community. about 
coverage from this fund for severance and termination pay, 
and it is estimated that this fund is going to continue to be 
a drain on the Treasury. It is estimated that in the first 18 
months about 56,000 people are going to access the fund. 
It is going to cost about $175 million. By 1992-93, assum- 
ing that we do have a return to normal economic condi- 
tions, and that is anybody’s guess at this point in time, 
there are going to be an additional 19,411 workers access- 
ing the fund and that is going to cost approximately $55.33 
million. Can the province of Ontario afford to be this gen- 
erous? Are the workers not protected by the unemploy- 
ment insurance system? 

Another question that is asked concerns the unemploy- 
ment insurance payments. Workers have already received 
unemployment insurance payments based on their termi- 
nation without receipt of their severance pay and back 
wages. If they were now to receive a lump sum payment 
from the wage protection fund, would they have to pay 
back some of the UI payments? However, the big question 
that remains is, will the Ontario employee wage protection 
program eventually be financed through another payroll 
tax? 

It is obvious that there are still many unanswered ques- 
tions. Also, the fact that the federal government has now 
introduced amendments to the Bankruptcy Act leads to the 
need for much further dialogue with that other level of 
government. It is for this reason that more time is needed. 
It is for this reason that the proposed legislation should go 
to a committee for public review. It is important that fur- 
ther dialogue take place. 

Another concern remains about subsection 65(1), 
which permits the Lieutenant Governor in Council to make 
regulations increasing the amount of compensation pay- 
able under the employee wage protection program. Why 
will the Legislature not make this decision on the expendi- 
ture of money? Why will the taxpayers not have a voice in 
increasing the amount of compensation? 

There is also some concern about the availability of 
directors’ and officers’ liability insurance. Although the li- 
ability is consistent with the Ontario Business Corpora- 
tions Act, Bill 70 is still going to introduce new 
enforcement measures which represent a real extension of 
the liability of directors. 

These are the questions that still need to be answered. 

I would like to take the opportunity to congratulate the 
minister on bringing in amendments in light of the evi- 
dence of the damage that the bill in its original form would 
have done to the economy in Ontario and to employers and 
employees. It had the potential to do irreparable harm to 
the very fragile industrial fabric of Ontario. It had the po- 
tential to accelerate job losses and it had the potential to 
close more businesses in this province. 

However, I would like to share with the House one of 
the most objectionable features of this bill, and that is the 
fact that it was based on an erroneous assumption about 
business, the way in which business is conducted and what 
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actually happens when a business collapses. Unfortunately, 
the assumption was made that the officers of large corpo- 
rations either have control or are in control during the 
process leading up to the collapse of the business. The fact 
is that no one is in control in the sense that the government 
had originally assumed. 

Businesses in this province collapse not because those 
in positions of authority want them to collapse, but be- 
cause of circumstances that are far beyond the control of 
any one individual. The impact of government policy, the 
impact of government taxes, the role of the workers, the 
changing nature of the marketplace and other factors are 
what contribute to bankruptcy, and unfortunately, all of 
these factors were not taken into account. 


2020 

We need to restore the badly shattered confidence of 
the Ontario business community. It has already been 
pointed out this evening that it is the small business people 
in this province who create most of the new jobs, and we 
need to consider these individuals. We need to restore their 
confidence. We need to encourage them to create and put 
investment into new business. 

I ask the minister to carefully reassess the impact of 
other proposed programs that this government is planning, 
and these include employment equity, changes to the Lab- 
our Relations Act and increasing the minimum wage. They 
are all going to have a detrimental impact on Ontario’s 
economy if appropriate consultation does not take place. In 
this province it is important that we do everything possible 
to provide a secure economic environment for our citizens, 
one which provides secure, good-paying jobs for all work- 
ers and which in time will totally eliminate the need for 
any employee wage protection fund. 


Mr Owens: In the gentle congeniality of the House, | 


thank the member for Waterloo North for her comments. I 


think the difference that separates the governing party and 
the third party is that when we perceive a need, when we 
see the wreckage and ruin of this recession brought on by 
their colleagues in Ottawa, we move out and take action. 
The third party recommends a cost impact study. 

I am sure the honourable member’s riding is not a lot 
different from mine. Mine was a formerly industrialized 
riding. The member for Waterloo North is very swiftly 
losing the plants in her riding, and I would like to bring her 
to Scarborough Centre to meet some of the folks who are 
going to be able to take advantage of this program. I think 
the mistake the opposition makes is that the fund is going 
to be a free-for-all, and clearly it is not. This fund is meant 
for workers of companies that are not prepared to live up 
to their obligations. 

I had a constituent in my office about a week ago, a 
worker who had been employed by a plant. The plant 
closed up, moved out. That worker is left without sever- 
ance and without vacation pay and he has a family on the 
way. He has a mortgage to pay. What are we supposed to 
do with these people who have worked all their lives? The 
member for Brampton North mentioned that we have a 
problem with competitiveness. It is unfortunate that he is 
not here. The workers who have been working in plants for 
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‘0 and 40 years have been extremely competitive and are 
few faced by the recession. 

' Mrs Witmer: In response to the member for Scarbor- 
yugh Centre, I simply indicate that our party does sympa- 
jhize and we do support the principle that workers deserve 
he back wages. However, I remind those members oppo- 
lite that it needs to be in partnership with the business 
‘ommunity and we need to consult with those individuals 
ind recognize the impact this type of legislation is going to 
jave. My concern is that it has shattered their confidence, 
hat people are starting to go south of the border and are 
ooking elsewhere. I guess in the end I see us losing jobs, 
ind I see the need for this type of fund continuing. It 
would be my hope that we could develop in this province 
and in this country a fund that would help workers. How- 
over, I also hope it is one the business community would 
pal: support. 

Mr Callahan: Gordon, you know if they flip the tele- 
vision they see you in every seat. ° 


The Acting Speaker: The member for Brampton 
South does not have the floor. 


_ Mr Callahan: I was just commenting— 


_ The Acting Speaker: I know what you were just 
doing, but you do not have the floor. The member for 
Chatham-Kent may continue. 

_ Mr Hope: Before I get into what I have in front of me 
oday, I would just like to reflect on some of the com- 
‘nents, not using the two minutes’ space, but to use it in my 
dresentation today. 

[reflect back and I congratulate the minister for his 
inderstanding and listening to the general public on some 
of the concerns about legislation. As I reflect back on five 
years of the previous government’s administration, when 
10t only were we not able to get in and talk to ministers of 
tabour about issues facing our workers—and we did depu- 
cation after deputation—but in order to get the 
zovernment’s attention, do you know what we had to do? 
We had to take to the front steps at Queen’s Park. And 
guess what: We still never got the changes to the legisla- 
tion, because workers did not mean much. So when I hear 
the comments about this government or this minister not 
ae to the concerns that are reflected by the commu- 
nity, I must reiterate that he was listening very closely to a 
number of the concerns. 

With that, I look at this government’s commitment to 
rotecting the wages of working people when their em- 
loyer closes shop, whether it be an office or a workplace. 

ousands of men and women in this province have lost 

their jobs. They have lost their jobs without any notice, 
and they have lost not only their jobs but their dignity, 
their wages, their vacation pay and their severance pay. 

I reflect back to 2 January 1988: A major issue faced 
this country. We all know what the Mulroney trade deal 
was all about: the North American content, which jeopard- 
ized a lot of jobs here in this province and also of the 
eople of my riding, which has a lot of our parts industries. 
e heard the member for St Catharines vocalize the con- 
cerns of the independent parts manufacturers and suppli- 
ers. One of the major issues is that a lot of those 


independent suppliers are corporate-based in the United 
States. Now, instead of putting tariffs on the bridge, we 
have opened the tariffs up and just let them walk through. 

Now we are looking at more of this in a trade deal with 
Mexico. I listen to the federal government and hear what 
they have to say; I usually listen. I also listen to what the 
United States is saying about this issue. But when business 
people from Taiwan, business people from the Third 
World, who are already taking advantage of cheap labour, 
are looking at investing in Mexico because it is even 
cheaper labour, that is one of the disadvantages of what is 
going on. So when we talk about this legislation, this legis- 
lation is commitment. We hear today about the federal 
government’s commitment. I must reflect back on a com- 
mitment the federal government made on the Unemploy- 
ment Insurance Commission. It says to the employers and 
the employees, “We will take more money out of your 
paycheque and we will then take back our contribution, 
but don’t fear, we will put together an excellent training 
program.” That was a year and a half ago and today we are 
still waiting for that training program for our workers and 
the moneys they have contributed to this federal govern- 
ment to make sure there was an effective training program 
to take us through the free trade deal. 
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As we listen to the legislation that was introduced 
today or the day before by the federal government, I must 
say if it takes as long as it did to put a training program in 
place for the workers, I poor pity those families that are 
waiting today for that money that is owing to them. This is 
theirs. 

Madam Speaker, if you do not pay your loan at the - 
bank—and I know you must have a loan; I know I do—if I 
do not pay my loan, I am sure the bank will be there to 
take and possess that. So why is it that the people do not 
have the same right? People should have the right to the 
moneys that are actually owed to them. We are not asking 
for more. 

People are left out on a limb, but they say on the oppo- 
sition side of the House that labour and management must 
come together. I am very proud of a workplace in my area. 
An employer, a family business, was faced with a difficult 
situation. It was CAW Local 127 in Chatham, with a work- 
force of 220 dedicated men and women in that workplace. 
They went for three whole weeks—I believe two or three 
weeks, and I could be wrong, but in that area—without a 
paycheque. But they were in there on the regularly sched- 
uled day, working to help bring the company through and 
to make it survive. This government even came through 
and assisted that corporation in putting it back on the 
Street. 

As I look at this legislation and I talk about the fears 
that are labelled in the media, I see that business has noth- 
ing to be afraid of. This is a government that is committed 
to working with business. The working people of this 
province who negotiate collective agreements, who are the 
ones fortunate enough to be unionized—and I do say 
that—work on three-year collective agreements. I reflect 
back on my own. During those three years, I was out there, 
dedicated—I mean sweat, and sometimes some blood too, 
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because I probably actually cut myself or something work- 
ing so hard. For the three years I dedicated my life to that 
company, but when the third year came up, I was there to 
get the profit that the corporation made, a fair share of that 
profit, to put into my pocket to help my family and restore 
my standard of living. 

There is a dedication on behalf of workers in this prov- 
ince. One of the unfortunate parts is that for years workers 
have been neglected. As I sit here and listen to some of the 
conversations, there is always one major question that 
comes to my mind. I look at the members opposite, who 
say they support workers, but when I listen to the conver- 
sation extend itself around business, I guess there is a 
question that I really have to ask, and ask the general 
public here: Whose side are they actually on? Are they 
afraid of offending their corporate donors during election 
campaigns? Is there a hidden agenda that is so secret? As I 
listen to the concerns they put forward today and the work- 
ers in my riding wait for this money that is owed to them, I 
have to ask the question: Why do we have to have hearings 
on this legislation if they say it is so good? They say that 
workers need the money right away. Right away is not 
after the summer and moving into September and maybe 
into October. We need the money for these workers now. 

I wish they would call their colours of today and be 
counted on whichever side they are actually standing for. I 
am not accusing all members opposite. I know there are 
some good ones over there. Inside they talk about it and | 
would say there are some good ones. But a lot of these 
families whom I know personally are people who for years 
have packed their lunch pails or their brown paper bags— 
recyclable, I must add—and walked into their workplaces 
day by day for six days a week or seven days a week, 
because a lot of them were committed workers and making 
profits. 

The members opposite talk about the carpet being 
pulled out from underneath people’s feet. On 2 January 
1988, the people of this province had the carpet pulled out 
from underneath them by the federal government—the 
Mulroney trade deal, which is hurting us today and devas- 
tating my community, which is an auto parts sector and 
also an agricultural sector. 

We know what they are feeling. As I listen to the con- 
cerns of the members opposite about the relationship be- 
tween labour and management, and as I try to focus more 
on it, the people who create that buying market, the people 
who purchase the fridges and the stoves, who purchase the 
automobiles or the lawnmowers, those people who pur- 
chase that product—and these are massive numbers of 
people purchasing this product—are the working people of 
this province. In order to create investment in this prov- 
ince, the people, you and I—I know I live on a week-to- 
week paycheque— 


Ms S. Murdock: Month-to-month. 


Mr Hope: Oh, month-to-month now, sorry. We are the 
ones who generate the economy. If a person with a family 
of four can fit something into the family budget, that per- 
son will purchase, and then the buying power will be there 
and the jobs will be there. The investment will be there 


because the entrepreneurs we are talking about, the small 
business or large business, if they see a potential market, 
will enter into it and take advantage of it. 

All we are asking is a commitment to the community, 
to the workers, to the people. It is not only that one worker 
or the five workers or the hundred workers; it is also those: 
families that are affected. We are not just talking about an 
individual receiving money; we are talking about a spouse 
receiving it and about their children—and most of them 
only have two because that is all we can afford these days. 

I firmly believe that this legislation is positive, a bright 
light—as I try to turn down some of the haloes when I 
listen to some of the comments next door so that I do not 
get the reflection back on me. But I must add that there is a 
bright light for co-operation that is here. 

I will not go on any longer, but one thing I must add 
and I want to reflect to the people out there, because they 
listened to the Bankruptcy Act that the member opposite 
raised. There are so many loopholes that I would refer to it 
as “you could drive a truck through it,” but because of free 
trade I do not know if we are going to have any truckers 
left. So I cannot use a truck as the thing we are going to 
put through there. Maybe we will talk about one of the 
ships or one of the Tory buses we could drive through it 
with, because it is so big. 

I think this government has shown its commitment to 
the people of this province by introducing this legislation 
in such a short period of time. I must add it was effective 
and efficient in listening to the people of this province on 
some of the concerns that they have. No matter what legis- 
lation we introduce, we are never going to please every- 
body, but this is a positive step to the replenishing of a 
viable workforce. These people win awards constantly for 
corporations. They make profits for corporations. This just 
means a little bit more fiscal planning ahead of time in 
making sure that workers receive a share. 

Just in closing—and I said that earlier, I must add— 
there are some small entrepreneurs in this province. They 
will not have to worry about this legislation, and you know 
why? They are committed to the people because it is a 
family business. They know your mother, your father, your 
brother, your sister, and they are not about to hurt their 
friends. The decisions are not made in corporate 
boardrooms, where the community has no say, this prov- 
ince has no say—and I am just going to let the federal 
government off a little bit; the federal government does not 
have any say either, because the corporate boardrooms are 
usually in the United States and possibly now Mexico, 
which raises some higher concerns. 

2040 

But this legislation, to the mom-and-pop operations— 
and I hate referring to them as mom-and-pop operations, 
but to the small business community—they are dedicated 
to their workers in trying to make a fair way of doing 


things. All I say, and really in closing, is to comment that 
there is only one hope for Queen’s Park, and that is me 
standing here. But I have to withdraw that comment and 
say there is hope in Queen’s Park and it is the New Demo- 
cratic government sitting here on this side of the House, 


caring about the concerns of the people of this province. 
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Mrs Witmer: I would like to take this Opportunity to 


spond to the member. I would like to congratulate him 
yn what I know are his sincere feelings and respect for the 
vorkers. However, I would hope that we would all consult, 
hat we would start to listen more effectively to one an- 
other, and that when legislation is introduced it will reflect 
he opinions of both sides. I guess until that time we will 
save to agree to disagree. 

_ The Acting Speaker: The member for Chatham-Kent 
ias an opportunity to wind up his debate for two minutes. 


Mr Hope: Madam Speaker, I would love to for two 
ninutes. 

_ ©n a more serious note now, I have approximately 
300-plus workers right now who are waiting for this legis- 
ation to be passed. They have had an opportunity to re- 
riew it. I have made sure of that because I have gone out 
here and talked to the workers who are setting up and 
naking sure they are able to consult. They talk among 
hemselves, so they all understand what is actually going 
mm here. 

_ The workers of this province do not have faith in the 
ederal government. I am sorry to say that, but they do not. 
Chey have been devastated by what has been taking place 
n their communities. 

I am not standing here as a New Democrat; I am stand- 
ng here as a member of this Legislature who is reflecting 
ome of the concerns and the hurts that I have felt over the 
ast 10 years of the people whom I represent. When I have 
o help somebody lower their common dignity to walk 
lown the street and enter a food bank because some sys- 
em has failed that worker, that is one sight I think a lot of 
hese members in this House ought to experience. I am 
ure that the two or three hearings that this legislation is 
‘oing to go through would change their minds very 
{uickly in making sure that the people receive the moneys 
y»wed to them. 


Mr Callahan: I would like to enter into the fray. 
Interjection. 


Mr Callahan: It is nice to see the Minister of Trans- 
sortation in the House tonight. I am glad he could get here 
n his limo and that he is in his right seat to heckle. 

I have to say that this is a marvellous plan. It is really 
very devious. As I thought about what I was going to say 
onight in this speech, I reflected that the Minister of Lab- 
sur had been required to recant in cabinet, and I would like 
0 have been a fly on the wall when that happened; but I do 
iot think that is what happened at all. Let me play out 
vhat I think the scenario is. I will be able to tell by the 
aces of the cabinet ministers who are here—two, I think, 
ir three; two and a half—whether or not what I am about 
0 Say is correct. 
| What I think happened is this: The NDP looked at the 
ast popularity poll and they saw that their popularity was 
‘lummeting. So the backroom guys, the McClellans of the 
vorld—not you, by the way—said, “We’ve got to put a 
pin on this.” The spin they put on it was this: “We let the 
Ainister of Labour loose. We untie his leash and we let 
iim go wild and bring in his wildest dreams, his most 
vutrageous scheme for ruining and destroying this province. 


Then after the press has murdered us for this, we say, 
“Well, we’ve listened to the business groups and labour 
and so on and we have now decided that we’re going to 
change this.’” 

Members should think about it. That is a pretty sophis- 
ticated plan. It enforces the statements the Premier makes 
from day to day: that it is a partnership between labour and 
business. So by doing this, by letting the minister loose 
with his wildest dreams, making him king for a day, and 
then reeling him back in—I am not sure whether the min- 
ister was a willing participant in this whole process or 
whether he was just being led down the garden path. He 
has been in the House for a long time and I will respect the 
fact that he really cares. That is one thing about the mem- 
ber for Hamilton East, something you cannot attack. He 
has views that you cannot agree with because they are 
extremely radical. He is extremely devoted to the labour 
groups, and that I respect. I do not think anybody could not 
respect that type of commitment. 

When he goes back home tonight, or wherever he lays 
down his head, and thinks about this scenario, that the spin 
doctors back at the Premier’s office were putting a spin on 
this that was unbelievable—it was: “We’ve let Mackenzie 
loose. He’s scared the living daylights out of the province. 
He’s got business so frightened, they think they’re going to 
have to close up shop and go to Buffalo.” And suddenly, 
all of these gratuitous amendments arrive on the floor. 

Members should think about that: You are a business- 
man who has his finger plugged into the light socket and is 
having 150 volts go through him, and suddenly the spin 
doctors from the Premier’s office come along and pull his 
finger out and say, “Look, just fooling; we’ve been listen- 
ing to you people; we really listen to you.” That is why 
they do not want to go around the province with public 
hearings, because they are afraid this conspiracy, this spin- 
doctor theme from the Premier’s office, will get out of the 
bottle. 

Do members think the people out there are silly, that 
they do not understand what is going on? Do they think 
they do not understand that this is simply giving a few 
marshmallows to the business public? The government is 
giving them marshmallows, marmalade and honey so that 
it can introduce more draconian labour legislation that will 
eliminate any type of machinery or ambulances from oper- 
ating; it will eliminate this possibility because they will not 
allow anybody to work if there is a strike. 
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Members should think about it. In the last Metro 
strike—thank God it was settled. I am sure a lot of people 
out there from Metro are happy it was settled. But mem- 
bers should think about this: You are lying in the gutter; 
you have just been run down by a car or a bicycle. The 
Metro strike was not settled. The Minister of Labour’s 
legislation, which is the next thing—this is just the lead- 
up—is now in place, which prevents supervisors from tak- 
ing on the job that the people on strike refuse to perform. 
The member for Chatham-Kent is lying in the gutter, hav- 
ing been run down by the bicycle or the car, and he is 
saying, “I need an ambulance.” A message comes to him: 
“T’m sorry, Randy, but under this new legislation by your 
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Minister of Labour, supervisory staff are not allowed to 
operate that ambulance while there is a strike, so you will 
just have to lie there until the strike is settled. I have to tell 
you that the Premier has appointed a mediator and the 
strike will probably be settled shortly.” In the meantime, 
the member for Chatham-Kent is suffering in delirium 
here and cannot get any help. 

That has to tell the people of this province, in spades, 
what the impact is going to be of the further draconian 
legislation that is coming down the pipe. As sure as sum- 
mer is going to come a day or two from now, and winter is 
going to follow on that, you are going to see all this stuff 
come down the pipe; so I go back to what I said, that Bill 
70, in its original introduction, would have shocked even 
the greatest socialist. The reason they brought in this 
honey and these little amendments was partially because 
the opposition was telling them they had to, but I think the 
spin doctors really had this all planned, and I have to give 
the spin doctors in the Office of the Premier a lot of credit. 
They have really fooled the public. 

The amazing thing is that nobody in his right mind 
would ever have carried through Bill 70 as it was origi- 
nally presented; anybody with any intelligence who looked 
at that bill had to understand that the net effect of it—for- 
get about the profit side of the scenario, forget about the 
profit corporations—anybody who read it had to under- 
stand you were going to have the immediate exodus of 
every director and every officer from non-profit corpora- 
tions in this entire province. What would you have? You 
would have millions of people whose work would then 
have to be taken over by civil servants or someone else, 
someone who is paid—and if you think the deficit now is 
high, we would not be able to pay the freight. So what I 
say to the government is that the people out there are 
intelligent. Voters are like a jury, they know the. govern- 
ment is trying to pull the wool over their eyes. This whole 
thing is nothing but a sham. Bill 70, as it was originally 
presented, was a sham. It shocked the daylights out of the 
business community and now the NDP feels very confi- 
dent, having introduced these amendments, that this will 
relieve some of the stress. 

But there is the other side of the coin: The member for 
Chatham-Kent said, “Why do you want to send it out to 
public hearings?” If you send it out to public hearings, it 
comes under scrutiny, it goes under the microscope and if 
a few opposition members bring it to the attention of the 
people who are coming before the committee, that the spin 
doctors back in the Premier’s office have perpetrated this 
fraud on the people, questions start to be asked and people 
say: “Well, you know, you may be right. Maybe the legis- 
lation that is going to be proposed by the Minister of Lab- 
our down the pipe is going to be worse and they are just 
trying to soften us up for that blow.” Suddenly you will 
find that people will be getting together and formulating a 
way to oppose that type of legislation. 

So in fact, what you have to do is keep it under wraps; 
you keep the genie in the bottle and the spin doctors down at 
the Premier’s office just continue to do their little thing like 
whirling dervishes, spinning other ways to create this facade 
that there is a partnership between labour and management. 
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There is not one. Why spin-doc? We all know that some of 
the government members—not all of them, some of 
them—have a balanced approach to bargaining sessions, 
they see that the maximum thing is to keep some sort of 
balanced and reasoned approach to business and labour, 
But others over there believe that there is only one group 
of people in the world. That is fine. I think anybody in this 
House—we have all been labourers, we all are labourers, 
even in this place we labour; sometimes we overlabour, as 
I am probably doing right now. But in fact, once you break 
that fine balance—and I am sure I could talk to govern- 
ment members in collective bargaining terms. If they have 
ever bargained for a collective agreement, obviously if 
they stuck to their guns and refused to bend whatsoever or 
to see any of the rationality of the business side, they 
would never have a collective agreement. 

Now the government is doing the same thing with its 
legislation. I have talked about the spin doctors down at 
the Premier’s office, but these people are members of the 
assembly, good people who have been elected by the peo- 
ple in their ridings, given a sacred trust to ensure that 
everybody’s needs are looked after. The member for 
Kitchener does cut ribbons. He told me one night that he 
does not cut ribbons, he does not go to events unless he 
can speak. I have been told that. That is the wrong ap- 
proach. When you are elected as a member of the Legisla- 
ture—it does not matter if you are elected for the New 
Democratic Party, the Liberals or the Conservatives—your 
job, and you are given a heck of a lot of money to do it, is 
to represent everybody. I suggest the members have to do 
the same thing in this Legislature. 

This is one of the anachronisms of this entire place, the 
fact that government members cannot do that. They live 
under the threat that they will lose their cabinet seat, or 
they will lose their parliamentary assistant’s job, or they 
will lose their whip’s job or their Chairman’s job with all 
that extra dough and prominence, if they do not in fact 
represent the people from their community the way they 
promised they would in order to get elected. 

So they should just think about it. We are not talking 
about the giant corporations of the world. We are talking 
about some family businesses where just that little extra 
nudge is enough to push them over the edge—and they do 
employ people, believe it or not. We are not talking about 
the mega-corporations. We have to view it in terms of 
small corporations, family businesses, large corporations, 
and not just try to look at everything in a myopic way. I 
suggest that if they do that, at the end of the day they will 
have negotiated the best collective agreement that they 
could have ever done as an NDPer during their term in 
government. They will have accomplished things for the 
people of this province that they can be truly proud of. | 

But if they continue to allow the spin doctors to create 
the facade with Bill 70 and then introduce the amendments 
and then go into more draconian legislation, which just 
upsets people, they will drive business out of this province. 
We will soon be part of Buffalo. We can all watch the fires: 
and the liquor store holdups on the magic eye every night.’ 
We will not even have to pay for it, because it will be: 


oming right into our homes. We will be part of North 
‘onawanda and the rest of it. 

If that is what they want, if they really want to watch 
\quor store holdups and fires, then they should just keep 
n trucking, because that is what they are doing. They 
hould think about this: This is precisely why the federal 
jovernment has the responsibility for bankruptcy legisla- 
on, because if we bring something into this province that 
3 not available in the other nine provinces and territories, 
ve in fact have made our business environment—we have 
aken the welcome mat away from Ontario. We have said, 
If you want to come into Ontario, you are welcome, but 
iere are the rules and they are different from the rest of the 
‘ine provinces and the territories.” 

| Surely at a time when Ontario is suffering the greatest 
‘urt, the largest loss of jobs of any province in this country 
tom this recession—and they blame it on the federal gov- 
‘mment and I would join with them. Certainly the Prime 
Ainister and his merry band are playing Robin Hood, ex- 
ept they are stealing from all of us and they are not giving 
back to anybody, or they will at election time, I am sure. 
Sut the effect is that they create a situation where people 
00k at Ontario, and from the other provinces alone, and 
hey say, “Why should we move there?” 

| I notice that the real estate agents were saying that the 
jousing industry was up. This was one of the indications 
hat the recession was lessening. I suggest to members that 
f they really examined those listings, they would find that 
eople are moving out of this province, that is the why the 
istings are up. They are selling like crazy because they 
vant to get out of here before the place self-destructs. If 
hat government continues in its vein of doing that, not 
only will it shoo everything out to the other provinces, it 
* shoo the stuff to the United States. 


1100 


__ The House leader and the Minister of Northern Devel- 
ypment is waving her hands. I am not sure whether she is 
\greeing with me or whether she is saying, “That’s foolish.” 
I will tell members opposite, the proof is in the pud- 
ling. They can go back to their ridings and find out how 
nany jobs have been lost since that exciting day when 
hey formed the government. It is outstanding. It is a re- 
a. The NDP will go down in the Guinness Book of 
orld Records as having destroyed more jobs, lost more 
obs in eight or nine months than any other government in 
he history of the world. If they can go back to the people 
\ their ridings and look them in the eye and say, “I’ve 
lone my job and all the things we did down here were 
treat,” if they believe that, then they should be able to sell 
hem swamp land in Florida. 
_ All in all, I do not think it is that difficult to do. We 
ill have to bend, we all have to be realistic, we all have 
0 not have this myopic vision of socialism. We have 
(0 say to ourselves, “What creates jobs? What in fact 
nakes the jobs available so an employee can collect a 
salary,” albeit sometimes people will lose their businesses 
ind employees will lose their wages. I am with every- 
| 


ody else. I say that you have to have protection for 
hem, but you will not get it this way. The government 
will get directors of companies bailing out when they see 
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the company getting close to insolvency, because they do 
not want to be liable for all that stuff the government is 
attempting to put on them. 

In the alternative, you will never get good directors for 
companies, because they will say: “You’ve got to be kid- 
ding. With that legislation in place, I’m going to go on 
your board? Will you insure me, will you get insurance for 
me?” “Well, we can’t get insurance for you because the 
insurance companies have decided that the risk is far too 
great and you can’t be insured.” That is the image from 
inside Canada. I suggest that from outside Canada the pic- 
ture is far bigger and if the government continues with the 
legislation it seems to have down the pipe, it will be lucky 
if even Mexico will deal with us. 

I urge members opposite to have a little more flexibil- 
ity, try to open their minds, forget that they are all tied at 
the hip and be independent thinkers. 

I just thought I would stop to see if anybody had real- 
ized I had stopped. 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: I do not intend to be long, but I 
do want to make just a couple of very quick comments. We 
will respond in terms of the hearings and the clause-by- 
clause debate on the bill to some of the questions that were 
raised, but the member for Brampton North, the member 
for Waterloo North and the member for Chatham-Kent 
presented some serious arguments and some legitimate 
points of view. We do not necessarily have to agree with 
them, but I appreciated those three members’ comments 
and I want to respond to one or two of them just quickly 
and then make a few general comments. 

First, in terms of consultation, we have consulted ex- 
tensively on this legislation. We consulted with 38 groups 
prior to the drafting and we have certainly consulted with a 
number of groups since then. We have listened to the argu- 
ments we have received. I want to reiterate that Ontario’s 
Business Corporations Act holds directors personally lia- 
ble already, so this is not a change to the face of business 
or a challenge to the face of business. Also, the benefits are 
retroactive. That was made clear by my leader when he 
announced that we were proceeding with this legislation 
back last October, and that is a fact. The liability provis- 
ions, however, are not retroactive. 

I also want to point out that in terms of the charitable 
and non-profit organizations argument that is made, one 
of the big things we ran into there was that directors did 
not realize they already had a liability. Some would 
argue that ignorance of the law is not necessarily a de- 
fence, but the facts are that most of them did not realize 
the liability was there. We did listen to the arguments 
that were made. 

I can also tell members that there is a liability for direc- 
tors under the protection plan in Manitoba and it seems not 
to have given them any trouble at all. But we felt that on 
balance, because of the concerns being raised on this issue, 
it was well worth listening to the people. 

I also want to say that the main thrust of our legisla- 
tion, not only this legislation but other legislation that we 
will be proceeding with in this House, is to try to establish 
a much more effective partnership than we have had in 
Ontario up until now and one that is based on a little more 
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equality and co-operative approach than we have also seen 
in the province up until now. That has been behind most of 
the reasoning that we are doing on any of the labour rela- 
tions areas we are looking at. 

I emphasize that the main thrust and purpose of the 
employee wage protection program is to help workers re- 
cover unpaid wages when their employer is bankrupt, in- 
solvent or they are simply not paid under other 
circumstances. Last year, nearly 3,000 companies in On- 
tario were forced to close due to bankruptcy. In many of 
these cases, the loss for the workers was not only of a job 
but also of earned income as well as vacation, severance 
and termination pay. 

This government is not prepared to stand by and watch 
as workers are denied the money they have worked for. It 
is legitimately theirs and they need it. Losing your job for 
any reason is a rather traumatic experience. For most, it is 
a time of uncertainty and stress and it is a time when a 
person does need assistance. Since the employee wage 
protection program was announced last October, we now 
have over 13,000 workers who have filed claims with the 
employment standards branch of my ministry asking for 
assistance in recovering wages that are owed to them. We 
must be able to assure these workers and the others who 
come to us for help that we can indeed give them the 
support they need. 

This government also listened to the concerns ex- 
pressed by business and non-profit groups. As I announced 
two weeks ago, we will be introducing amendments to Bill 
70 that will remove the liability provision for officers of 
companies. We will also be limiting directors’ liability for 
wages to that which now exists. Directors will be liable for 
up to a maximum equal to six months’ wages and up to 12 
months’ accrued vacation pay that comes due only during 
the term of their directorship. We do not intend to hold 
individuals responsible for corporate decisions that are 
made once they have left that position. We have no inten- 
tion of increasing the liabilities for wages that currently 
exist under Ontario’s Business Corporations Act, Corpora- 
tions Act and Co-operative Corporations Act. 

In addition, we will also institute special exemptions 
for directors of non-profit corporations. The government 
wishes to reaffirm our support for people who are directors 
in this sector. While the amendments do, we believe, re- 
solve the concerns raised about all directors, we will add 
this exemption to reassure those who volunteer their time 
as directors of these organizations. 

Last week, the federal government finally introduced, 
in amendments to the Bankruptcy Act, a proposal to create 
a wage protection fund of its own. We applaud the federal 
government’s intention to create a national scheme to pro- 
tect workers’ wages. I would like to assure the House that 
not only will I be meeting with them but I have already 
met with my federal counterparts on this issue, and our 
staff are currently involved in discussions as to how we 
can assist workers who need this assistance and can access 
it easily and without undue complications. 

2110 

At the same time, I note that we do not think the fed- 

eral program goes far enough in that the dollar cap is too 


low and severance and termination pay are not covered. 
Termination pay is wages that are owed for the period 
when notice should have been given. Severance pay 
should be considered compensation to workers who are 
laid off, to recognize the investment they have made in the 
enterprise where they have worked. That was always the 
intent of it. We will continue to press the federal govern- 
ment to make appropriate changes to the unemployment 
insurance system so that these benefits are not deducted 
from a workers’ unemployment insurance entitlement. 

There has been an agreement among all parties as to 
the need for an employee wage protection program, so I do 
urge all members to remember the underlying principles 
behind Bill 70 and I urge them to think of the workers 
who, in good faith, have given their time and effort to 
employers and who, through no fault of their own, are 
unable to collect the money they have earned. Bill 70 is a 
necessary piece of legislation. It should be passed quickly 
so that the people of Ontario know they are assured of 
receiving the money they have worked for, so that they 
know they live in a society based on fairness and co-opera- 
tion, which is exactly what we are trying to do with the 
legislation we are bringing forward. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 


Bill ordered for standing committee on resources 
development. 


Le projet de loi est déféré au comité permanent du 
développement des ressources. 


ASSESSMENT STATUTE LAW 
AMENDMENT ACT, 1990 
Ms Wark-Martyn moved second reading of Bill 36, 
An Act to amend certain Acts respecting Assessment. 


Hon Ms Wark-Martyn: On 19 December 1990, I in- 
troduced Bill 36, the Assessment Statute Law Amendment 
Act, 1990. As members will recall, this bill has two pur- 
poses. First, it will discontinue the enumeration that the 
Ministry of Revenue conducts of multiresidential units in 
municipal non-election years. Second, it will replace the 
annual equalization process with a four-year equalization 
cycle. 

As members may know, the Ministry of Revenue’s 
property assessment program currently conducts a full 
enumeration of all properties in municipal election years. 
The full enumeration is presently under way. All house- 
holds in Ontario should have received a municipal enu- 
meration form. The mini-enumeration of apartment tenants 
undertaken in the intervening years between municipal 
elections did not achieve the same contact rate as the full 
enumeration. Often, fewer than half of the tenants were 
contacted. In addition, the reliance on population data has 
declined. Members may know that the basis for calculating 


provincial grants to municipalities was changed from pop- 


ulation to number of households in a municipality. This 
has reduced the need for the mini-enumeration. 

Accurate provincial grant entitlements can be made 
without a mini-enumeration between election years be- 
cause the regional assessment offices have information 
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available from other assessment reports on the number of 
Beeschole units in a municipality, including the number of 
inits in multiresidential properties. 

| School boards may worry that this initiative reduces 
he level of service provided to them, since school support 
formation was collected by the enumerators. However, 
is I mentioned earlier, the rate of contact with tenants 
during the mini-enumeration was often below 50%. 

Discontinuing the mini-enumeration will have minimal 
ffect. On the other hand, this proposal, along with the 
shange from an annual to quadrennial process for the pro- 
ection of equalization factors, will allow my ministry to 
redirect its resources to other activities, such as the com- 
oletion of supplementary assessment. These activities are 
of primary concern to municipalities and school boards, 
since they establish the basis for municipal and school 
‘axes. 

Also, together these two initiatives will allow the Min- 
stry of Revenue to save $4.1 million in its operating ex- 
yenditures. In this way, the government is responsive to 
he financially constrained environment facing our society. 

The second main purpose of Bill 36 is to move the 
calculation of equalized assessments and equalization fac- 
ors from an annual process to one undertaken every four 
years. However, the bill also allows these determinations 
o be made in the intervening years of the four-year cycle. 
This would happen if, for example, a municipality suffered 
i major decrease in its assessment base because a major 
ndustry closed or if municipalities merged under the pro- 
xram of county restructuring. Equalized assessments and 
>qualization factors are measures that indicate the relative 
assessment wealth of a municipality. 


Equalized assessments and equalization factors are 
ised by the ministries of Education, Municipal Affairs and 
Transportation to calculate provincial grants. They are also 
ised to establish cost-sharing responsibilities among mu- 
licipalities within a county or region. Equalization factors 
ire not the only criteria used by grant-paying ministries; 
hese ministries also use multi-year averages to offset fluc- 
uations that result from changing real estate markets. 


It is important to remember that grants and cost-shar- 
‘ng are based each year on the assessment on which mu- 
qicipalities and school boards raise their tax. This 
assessment is directly linked to the financial capacity of 
‘he municipality and school board. 


To repeat for the sake of clarification, the move to a 
four-year calculation process will not have a significant 
impact on municipalities, particularly with the provision to 
calculate ad hoc factors in the intervening years. With this 
orovision, a municipality which experiences a dramatic 
impact on its tax base because of an industry closure will 
qave its grant entitlements recalculated. In addition, that 
3ame municipality’s contribution to shared costs within the 
‘egion, county or district will decrease to reflect its re- 
duced wealth. 

Finally, the equalization factors and equalized assess- 
nents that my ministry will calculate every four years will 
de based on an average market value trend over the four- 
year period. 


| 
| 
| 
\ 
| 
| 


Bill 36 also contains complementary amendments with 
respect to the calculation of shared costs. It was necessary 
to amend these provisions to ensure that new cost-sharing 
responsibilities could be calculated on an annual basis 
without being tied to the production of new equalization 
factors. At the same time, authority for determining cost- 
sharing responsibilities is being transferred from the On- 
tario Unconditional Grants Act to the Municipal Act. This 
is accompanied by a provision for review by the Ministry 
of Municipal Affairs if a municipality questions the accu- 
racy of its proportion of shared costs. If the municipality is 
not satisfied by this review, then it may appeal to the On- 
tario Municipal Board. 

I hope this bill will receive the support of members of 
the Legislature. This legislation will ensure the continued 
delivery of reassessments to municipalities that request 
them. It will also allow my ministry to continue to produce 
supplementary assessments for new construction and per- 
mit municipalities and school boards to use a significant 
source of property tax revenues. 


2120 


Mrs Y. O’Neill: I am pleased to rise tonight to speak 
on second reading of the Assessment Statute Law Amend- 
ment Act. Bill 36, An Act to amend certain Acts respecting 
Assessment, was first introduced last spring by the Liberal 
government and is now being brought forward by the 
NDP. 

The Minister of Revenue will be aware, as are most 
members in the Legislature, that there are many requests 
for assessment work to be done across this province, par- 
ticularly to meet the needs of various reassessment pro- 
jects. In fact, the primary responsibilities of the property 
assessment program are supplementary assessments, prop- 
erty re-evaluations in support of ministry reassessment pro- 
grams, in-year tax adjustments, enumeration and 
equalization. 

The legislation the minister is introducing tonight for 
second reading is part of the ministry’s ongoing exercise to 
target its funding priority assessment needs. The 
government’s initiative to establish a tax commission, the 
effect of which could very well be to shelve any real deci- 
sions on tax reform to a much later date, does not elimi- 
nate the reality that there is and will continue to be an 
unmet demand for assessment work by her ministry. 

-If and when the NDP government moves forward on 
Metropolitan Toronto’s market value assessment plans, 
this initiative will be a very heavy burden for the 
ministry’s resources. If and when the ministry establishes a 
crown corporation to administer assessments, the minister 
will be aware that it has always been assumed that the 
province would continue to provide at least its current 
level of financial support to assessment through payments 
to the corporation. This, as I understand it, would be base 
funding, in addition to any moneys charged by the corpo- 
ration for extra work done for the municipalities. 

I believe most municipalities agree they will have a 
fairer financial base by allocating funding of the mini-enu- 
meration and equalization calculations to pressing assess- 
ment requests. The minister has decided this will have the 
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least direct effect on municipal and school board tax bases. 
Neither change will contribute, it is hoped, to a reduction 
in the base or failure to identify new growth. 

The minister has indicated that she is bringing in this 
legislation because she has decided the costs of the pro- 
gram are not supported by the value of the data or informa- 
tion that comes from the mini-enumeration and the annual 
assessment equalization factors. I hope and trust the Minis- 
ter of Revenue will ensure that her ministry will use the 
savings resulting from this legislation by wisely allocating 
them to requests from municipalities for provincially 
funded assessments and reassessments. I hope the minister 
will clarify and confirm that this is how the money saved 
will be reallocated. There are rumours that the money 
saved from this legislation will be used to pay for the tax 
commission and the unknown millions that the tax com- 
mission will cost. I hope the minister will confirm tonight 
that this is not the case. 

My second concern is with the need for special reviews 
of equalization and enumeration factors in certain commu- 
nities. The transition from annual to quadrennial equaliza- 
tion factors will tend to stabilize the level of grants to 
school boards and municipalities. The minister will be 
aware that Bill 36 contains within it two provisions for 
special consideration of local assessment factors. It is im- 
portant for the minister to assure the public, municipalities 
and school boards particularly that this decision is not 
based on the view that these initiatives were not worth 
while within themselves. Section 3 of the bill provides for 
the ministry to do a special review of equalized assessment 
and equalization factors in certain municipalities as re- 
quested by the ministries of Municipal Affairs, Education, 
Northern Development and Mines. Section 5 of the legis- 
lation provides for municipalities to ask for a review of 
apportionment factors that are calculated without the infor- 
mation from the mini-enumeration. This section also al- 
lows municipalities to appeal the ministry’s review of 
apportionment factors to the Ontario Municipal Board. 

These two provisions in the legislation, sections 3 and 
5, are designed to give municipalities and school boards 
some confidence that radical changes in local assessment 
factors can be accommodated without the mini-enumera- 
tion or annual equalized assessment through a special re- 
view by the ministry. I would like to suggest to the 
minister that implementation of these provisions will be 
very important. Monitoring of the successful implementa- 
tion of Bill 36 not only will be important in rapidly grow- 
ing communities, like mine in Ottawa-Carleton, but will be 
equally important in communities with declining popula- 
tions. These communities are looking for the changes in 
their local assessment to be closely monitored and 
promptly reflected in the provincial equalization grant pro- 
grams, such as the unconditional grants, in this time of 
need, in this time of recession. 

School boards and municipalities are looking for a 
commitment from this Minister of Revenue that she will 
be vigilant in her decision to allow for special reviews and 
local assessment factors. I would like to ask the minister that 
she give us her commitment tonight that she will openly 
receive and promptly grant requests from municipalities and 


boards to conduct special reviews necessitated by local 
situations such as I have mentioned. 

I am pleased to know that the Minister of Revenue 
plans to continue to produce school support lists and asso- 
ciated computer tapes to allow school boards to track sup- 
port and to meet their planning requirements. 

I note that the legislation contains a mechanism for 
appeals to the OMB, as I mentioned earlier. I hope that the 
minister can implement this legislation in a way by which 
municipalities must use the OMB only as a unique last 
resort when special situations in their localities arise and 
have not been considered due to the use of quadrennial 
assessment after the initiative is taken. When the Liberal 
government introduced this legislation last spring, it was 
definitely our intention to work with municipalities and 
boards to resolve any problems that could arise, and I hope 
and I trust that this minister will follow that same path. 

The Minister of Revenue will be aware that there are 
already some concerns being raised by groups that feel that 
changes in local enumeration assessment factors may not 
be adequately addressed without special reviews. I have 
received letters from the Ontario Public School Boards’ 
Association that deal with its concerns on the implementa- 
tion of this legislation. I know the minister has been in 
touch with the association and has offered to work with it 
to ensure that the legislation’s implementation does not 
have any unfair consequences in the distribution of prop- 
erty tax dollars and provincial grant dollars to concerned 
boards in this province. 

In addition, I hope this bill will be accompanied by an 
adequate educational component for municipal clerks and 
Superintendents of finance of school boards, the people 
whose work this legislation will directly impact and who 
will be very important to the smooth implementation of 
Bill 36. This government owes these people every support 
they need. 

In summary, the Liberal caucus will be supporting this 
bill. We feel that it is an appropriate initiative to prioritize 
funding within the ministry, and we hope and we trust that 
the saved funds will be used for the important assessment 
functions that will serve well Ontario’s municipalities and 
school boards. I hope the Minister of Revenue will be 
sensitive, and that is what I have been asking tonight, in 
implementing this legislation and will respond favourably 
to requests for special reviews of local assessment and 
enumeration factors and that she will assist with all her 
might those who will implement Bill 36 locally with the 
necessary resources for a very smooth transition. 


Mr Turnbull: My party supports the intent of this leg- 
islation. The bill will discontinue the annual calculation of 
equalized assessment and equalization factors and allow 
the Ministry of Revenue to prepare the equalized assess- 
ments and equalization factors on a quadrennial basis. The 
first one would take place in 1993. We would anticipate 
some savings from these measures, and to that extent we 
certainly applaud them. 

I note also the bill will discontinue annual mini-enu- 
merations. However, in the case of a municipality that has 
merged or has been experiencing a significant change in its 
tax base, the ministry shall determine the relevant equalized 
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ssessment and equalization factor without regard for the 
ur-year cycle. This is very important when we have situ- 
tions such as the potential situation in Algoma and other 
me- industry towns. It is important that the ministry can 
nove quickly on those matters. 

_ I would just point out that we feel—this started under 
he Liberal government—there is too much downloading 
‘n property taxes. It is inappropriate to have such a major 
ortion of education costs borne by property taxes. I re- 
iind members opposite of their election promise that they 
vould fund 60% of education costs out of the provincial 
uxes, as opposed to property taxes. This is a very serious 
‘nd pressing problem, and the other evening I was at a 
heeting where people where asking the government to 
veep its election promise. However, the intent of this bill is 
propriate, and we support it. 
130 

Hon Ms Wark-Martyn: I would like to thank both of 
ye members on the opposite side of the House for their 
formation and their thoughts on this bill and also for the 
upport which they have voiced for this bill. 
_ I would like to emphasize that the accurate provincial 
‘rant entitlements can be made without a mini-enumera- 
ion between election years because the regional assess- 
nent offices have information available from other 
‘ssessment reports on the number of household units in a 
aunicipality, including the number of units in multi- 
esidential properties. Regarding the impacts this will have 
n public and separate school boards, we have had contact 
vith them and will be working with them on these issues. 
_ I would like to thank both of the members again for 
neir thoughts and their comments regarding this bill, and I 
vould like to add that the cost saving from this, the $4.1 
iillion, will go towards doing some supplementary as- 
essments for municipalities, as they have requested. 


Motion agreed to. 
Bill ordered for third reading. 


GASOLINE TAX AMENDMENT ACT 
(AVIATION FUEL), 1991 


| LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI DE LA 
_ TAXE SUR LESSENCE (CARBURANT AVIATION) 


| 
| Ms Wark-Martyn moved second reading of Bill 79, 
\n Act to amend the Gasoline Tax Act in respect of Lia- 
vility for Tax on Transfers of Gasoline, Aviation Fuel or 
*ropane. 

M™¢ Wark-Martin propose la deuxiéme lecture du pro- 
et de loi 79, Loi portant modification de la Loi de la taxe 
ur l’essence concernant l’assujettissement a la taxe lors de 
ransferts d’essence, de carburant aviation ou de propane. 


| Hon Ms Wark-Martyn: The Gasoline Tax Act cur- 
ently contains an unintended loophole. Airline companies 
iave argued that the legislation, as it now reads, allows 
hem to buy aviation fuel in the United States, import the 
uel in bond and fuel their aircraft in Ontario, without 
reating an Ontario aviation fuel tax liability. Under the 
oie Tax Act, tax is imposed at the time of purchase or 
eceipt of the aviation fuel in Ontario. 


Several airlines have taken the position that as the act 
presently stands, aviation fuel imported in this way is nei- 
ther purchased nor received in Ontario and is therefore not 
subject to Ontario tax. The fact is the airlines were always 
intended to be subject to the Ontario tax, the same as other 
people who buy their gasoline and aviation fuel in Ontario. 
I propose the following amendments to the Gasoline Tax 
Act be made to clarify the existing legislation, to prevent 
any future tax avoidance of this nature and to protect the 
aviation fuel tax revenues already collected or assessed. 

The first will require those who import aviation fuel for 
their own use to pay a deposit equal to the tax at the time 
the fuel is imported into Ontario. It is proposed that this 
amendment be effective as of 1 October 1989, when our 
border collection agreement with the Department of Na- 
tional Revenue on imported petroleum products went into 
effect. 

The second amendment will ensure that the tax is im- 
posed at the time the aviation fuel is transferred into the 
fuel tank of an aircraft in Ontario. I propose that this 
amendment be effective as of 1 October 1986. The reason 
is that formal challenges to the tax on imported aviation 
fuel began in October 1989, and several major airlines 
have requested refunds of tax paid previously on the basis 
of in-bond importations. Since there is a three-year limit 
on refund claims, as much as $15 million of tax, going 
back to October 1986, could otherwise be refunded. 

Ontario has had a long-established policy to tax all 
aviation fuel, whether imported or bought in Ontario and 
whether used in international or domestic flights. Since the 
tax policy intent has been clear, correcting these technical 
deficiencies in the act on a retroactive basis is appropriate. 
These amendments will not change the aviation fuel tax 
policy. They will, however, ensure that the policy is prop- 
erly reflected in the act and that the aviation fuel tax base 
is protected. 


Mrs Y. O’Neill: I rise again this evening to participate 
in this debate on the second reading of Bill 79. According 
to the title of the act, the purpose of this legislation is to 
amend the Gasoline Tax Act in respect of liability for tax 
on transfers of gasoline, aviation fuel or propane. 

A little explanation is probably in order before I begin. 
Amendments to the Fuel Tax Act, 1989 were introduced 
by the Liberal government to try to control contaminated 
fuel being moved into the province by unscrupulous im- 
porters who claimed that the fuel was destined for sale in 
another province and therefore should not be taxed. The 
legislation required that importers would have to be able to 
provide information on the origin and destination of fuel 
that they were carrying. In order to ensure that all import- 
ers were covered, regardless of whether the fuel was actu- 
ally sold in Ontario, the definition of “importers” was 
changed to cover all people who bring fuel into the prov- 
ince in bulk. 

It is the practice of certain large airlines to import 
bonded fuel into Canada for use on international airline 
flights. Fuel is considered to be imported in bond when it 
is brought into the country in bulk for purposes that do not 
require federal excise tax to be paid on it, such as for use 
in international flights. The amendments to the Gasoline 
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Tax Act proposed by Bill 79 relate to the taxation of this 
bonded fuel by the province of Ontario in order to facili- 
tate this taxation, to change the point of the taxation event 
from the sale of the fuel to the loading of the fuel into the 
aircraft fuel tank. 

The effect of Bill 79 is that it now applies to airlines 
that purchase bonded fuel in bulk in the United States and 
import it into Canada. Airlines have been seeking confir- 
mation that bonded fuel should not be covered by any tax 
and have indeed, as the minister mentioned, started a legal 
challenge to the tax on bonded fuel. The Liberal govern- 
ment had agreed to meet with the industry to resolve the 
dispute, since it was never the intention of that government 
to impose a new tax but to simply ensure that unscrupu- 
lous importers could be monitored and contaminated fuel 
traced. 
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In so far as this legislation is essentially intended to 
close a loophole to the existing Gasoline Tax Act, we do 
not oppose this intent. However, I do have two very spe- 
cific concerns about Bill 79. First, I am concerned about 
the reciprocity of other jurisdictions. Canada is a member 
of the International Civil Aviation Organization. This orga- 
nization prohibits member nations from taxing aviation 
fuel in ways that are not similarly taxed in other countries 
and includes reciprocity provisions against countries that 
do charge extra taxes. 

The government of Quebec, for example, has recently 
settled a number of claims by airlines regarding taxes lev- 
ied on bonded and domestic fuels. Quebec agreed to tax 
only the portion of the fuel that is used when flying in 
Quebec, that is, on takeoff, and will refund taxes back to 
1983. Therefore, in light of the common practice in most 
international jurisdictions not to tax bonded fuel, there is 
the danger that when Canadian airline companies use 
bonded aviation fuel in other jurisdictions, they bay be 
liable to pay tax on this bonded fuel. 

Should other countries, such as Japan and the Nether- 
lands, decide to retaliate in this way against Canadian air- 
line companies by taxing them at foreign airports, this 
could put an additional severe strain on the already strug- 
gling Canadian airline industry, and indeed it is logical and 
has already begun. Foreign airlines are encouraging their 
governments in that direction. This is an issue of concern 
to the airline industry in Canada and indeed in Ontario, 
and it should be an issue of concern to the Minister of 
Revenue. 

My second concern regarding Bill 79 is buried at the 
very back of the bill. Subsections 9(2) and 9(3) state the 
scope of retroactivity of Bill 79. In fact, the real essence of 
this bill amends the Gasoline Tax Act retroactively to Oc- 
tober 1986, and this is done to protect this government 
from liability in certain legal proceedings in which appli- 
cation has been made for the refund of taxes already paid. 

Subsection 1(1) and section 3 of Bill 79 are retroactive 
to 1 October 1989. Subsection 1(1) amends the definition 
of the term “purchaser” to include a person who purchases 
fuel outside Ontario for use or consumption in Ontario. 
Section 3 changes the tax payable by the importer and the 
rate of that tax to “an amount as a deposit equal to the tax 


that the importer subsequently would be liable to pay 
under section 2,” a section of the Gasoline Tax Act which 
details the circumstances under which aviation fuel tax 
shall be paid. 

Other key sections in this bill are retroactive as far 
back as 1 October 1986, as I have mentioned. These sec- 
tions include subsection 1(2), which amends section 1 of 
the act and adds definitions of “delivery” and “fuel tank.” 
Section 2 of Bill 79 details who is liable to pay tax on 
aviation fuel in Ontario and under what circumstances they 
are required to pay this tax. May I remind this House, this 
section, which is really the meat of the bill, is retroactive 
back four and one half years. 

We have had discussions quite recently on the principle 
of retroactivity in this House. I think specifically of the 
very recent debate on Bill 4, where both opposition parties 
voiced very serious concerns about the fairness and the 
setting of precedent of retroactive government. Yet here 
we are tonight debating Bill 79, another piece of retroac- 
tive legislation which will impact the airline industry in 
this province, an industry which has already been victim- 
ized by the failure of this government to address the legiti- 
mate issues of competitiveness in Ontario’s corporate 
sector. We must understand that Ontario businesses com- 
pete in an international marketplace. More and more, day 
after day, every day, all Ontario businesses are feeling the 
pressures of international competition. 

Just as the NDP government seems to be refusing tc 
recognize that the cross-border shopping issue is a sign of 
the need to make Ontario more competitive with Unitec 
States markets, this same government seems unable to un- 
derstand how legislation aimed at Ontario businesses, ir 
this case the airline industries, can have serious, penetrat 
ing and long-lasting ramifications. Our Canadian airlines 
are probably even more sensitive to international competi- 
tion than many other industries. The Canadian airline in- 
dustry, in order to exist at all, must do a large amount of it: 
business throughout the world, in many other countries. 

Recent major expansions by large US and Europear 
Carriers are an indication that competition in the airline 
business continues to increase in the face of the curren! 
difficult financial times in this industry. There are ever 
predictions that the emergence of large supercarrier com: 
panies, as we are beginning to see in the expansion plans 
of American Airlines and United Airlines, will make i 
even more difficult for Canadian-based airlines to compet 
in international markets. 

Sections 4, 5 and 8 of this bill, also subject to thi: 
four-and-a-half-year retroactivity, deal further with chang: 
ing the definition of who is liable to pay this tax on bondec 
aviation fuel. I hope the Minister of Revenue realizes tha 
the taxation of bonded fuel is a very contentious issue. The 
airline industry, a large employer in this province, is con 
cerned with the direction this government has chosen tc 
take with the introduction of Bill 79. 

In closing, I urge the minister to consult directly with 
the airline industry, as the previous government had full} 
intended to do, and to ensure that its needs are met with 
respect to maintaining and improving its competitive posi: 
tion in the global market. | 


| 
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| Mr Turnbull: We support this legislation. The bill is 
ying to do two things. It will close a loophole in the 
Besiine Tax Act, which airline companies have been at- 
‘mpting to exploit to avoid paying Ontario aviation tax, 
' stipulating that the tax applies at the time the fuel is 
ansferred into the fuel tanks of an aircraft in Ontario. It 
ill amend the bill to correct the inadvertent exclusion of 
if iation fuel consumers from the 1989 amendments to the 
it implementing the border collection agreement with 
evenue Canada to pay a deposit equal to the amount of 
x owed at the time the fuel is imported into Ontario. 

_ I would just comment that the antiavoidance provision 
‘retroactive to 1 October 1986 and the deposit provision 
/ retroactive to 1 October 1989, the implementation date 
| the border collection agreement. Generally speaking, I 

‘ould speak out very strongly against anything that is ret- 
active, but since it was quite clear that it was intended at 
e time that this tax should be gathered, everybody under- 
ood that and it was just a sloppy piece of drafting of the 
gislation, in this case we need to protect the Ontario 
veasury from any vexatious claims that are retroactive, 
‘nce it would be justified by the airlines that they were not 
\pposed to be paying even though they had already paid 
id people would be coming back for money. 

_ The Progressive Conservative Party has opposed any 
' increases since 1985, but the PC Party has supported 
id advocated tougher compliance and collection mea- 
ures to reduce the value of tax revenues lost through lax 
forcement of the tax laws or through smuggling. But I 
‘ould echo the comments made by the previous speaker 
at it is important that this government consult with the 
line industry, a very competitive industry which is feeling 
‘e pinch at the moment. It should consult and make sure the 
vel of taxation is appropriate to keep them competitive. 

_ These measures are clearly to close a loophole which 
1ould not have been there in the first place. 

_ Mrs Y. O’Neill: I hope that in the minister’s winding- 
») remarks, she will give us the assurance that she has 
onsulted with the airline industry on this issue. I have not 
+en able to confirm that she has done that. If she has, I 
ould like to know. If she has not, I would certainly like to 
ave a commitment from her tonight. This, one of the 


largest industries, is certainly going through a great deal of 
trauma. All we have to do is read the newspapers again to 
see the results of that in individual people’s lives. I would 
certainly like to hear her response to the request from both 
speakers on this side that she consult, and continue con- 
sulting, with a very important industry in this province. 


Hon Ms Wark-Martyn: I would like to clarify that 
this piece of legislation is intended to close a loophole, 
which has been mentioned by both the members from 
across the way, to clarify the existing legislation, to prevent 
any future tax avoidance of this nature and to protect the 
aviation fuel tax revenues already collected or assessed. 

In response to the member for Ottawa-Rideau with re- 
gard to reciprocity, the International Civil Aviation Organi- 
zation and the possible retaliation, I would like to reply 
that the Nova Scotia Supreme Court has held that the 
ICAO agreement does not apply to individual states in the 
United States. Similarly, it does not apply to provinces and 
is applicable only at the federal level. British Columbia 
taxes aviation fuel in the same manner as Ontario does at 
present. 

Also, regarding the competitiveness in Canadian air- 
lines, this will apply to all airlines, as it does now. There is 
no change, so there will be no change in the competitive- 
ness as far as refuelling is concerned and there will be no 
advantages given to non-Canadian airlines. I would like to 
respond also to both of the members that we will be work- 
ing closely with all aviation companies regarding refuell- 
ing. They will know of the changes and the intended 
loophole that has been changed in this legislation. 


Motion agreed to. 

La motion est adoptée. 

Bill ordered for third reading. 

Le projet de loi devra passer a |’étape de troisiéme 
lecture. 


The Speaker: It has been brought to my attention that 
there should be some information provided for the mem- 
bers on tradition. This evening the Agricultural All Stars 
managed to attain 14 runs and the Press Gallery 8. 


The House adjourned at 2153. 
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Thursday 20 June 1991 


The House met at 1000. 
Prayers. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


PRIVATE MEMBERS’ PUBLIC BUSINESS 


Mr White: Madam Speaker, I would like to indicate 
jat there is an all-party agreement among the House lead- 
rs to change the order of this morning so that Mr Dadamo 
vill commence and then Mr Stockwell will have the sec- 
nd hour. 


EMPLOYMENT STANDARDS AMENDMENT ACT 
(NOTICE OF TERMINATION), 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI 
3UR LES NORMES D’EMPLOI EN CE QUI A TRAIT AU 
PREAVIS DE LICENCIEMENT 


Mr Dadamo moved second reading of Bill 116, An 
ict to amend the Employment Standards Act with respect 
) Notice of Termination. 


M. Dadamo propose la deuxiéme lecture du projet de 
i 116, Loi portant modification de la Loi sur les normes 
’emploi en ce qui a trait au préavis de licenciement. 

Mr Dadamo: In the past year, we have experienced a 
-emendous amount of job losses, due largely to the major 
conomic restructuring brought on by the current federal 
overnment. Policies such as free trade, high interest rates, 
ne overvalued Canadian dollar and the GST combined are 
reating a shift in our economy that is hammering at the 
ery foundation of Ontario’s industrial strength. 

The basis of our prosperity, which has been the twin 
illars of a unionized workforce employed in large-scale 
aanufacturing, has been fundamentally undermined by 
nese economic policies. The results of that show quite 
learly that the workers in this province are suffering, and 
hanges are needed now to better protect our living standards. 

Job loss resulting from plant closures and involving at 

zast SO workers is at a level above that of the 1982 reces- 
ion. Layoffs occurring as a result of a reduction in plant 
erations are now also on the rise. Unfortunately, statis- 
ics for workplace closures of less than 50 workers are not 
equired to be provided to the Minister of Labour. How- 
ver, the closure-related job loss figures are staggering: in 
982, 11,150 job losses; in 1989, 12,684; in 1990, 20,554 
ab losses. 
_ Industries especially hard hit by the increased closure 
Ctivity are mining, food processing, transportation equip- 
aent—including auto parts—and electrical products. The 
mpact is especially severe where closure occurs in single- 
adustry communities. 

In the last six months of 1990, 2,558 workers in the 
Vindsor area were displaced as a result of their 
ompanies’ closure. Many of these closures occurred with 
ainimum notice, putting the burden of the adjustment on the 
mployees and not allowing sufficient time to identify alter- 
tives or facilitate any type of adjustment whatsoever. 
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If termination cannot be avoided, advance notice al- 
lows employees, employers, communities and the govern- 
ment to begin working on the adjustment process before 
unemployment becomes a reality. This bill will increase 
the amount of notice of termination required under the 
Employment Standards Act in cases involving 10 or more 
terminations caused by permanent discontinuance of all or 
part of the employer’s business at an establishment. 
Twenty-six weeks’ notice would be required if there were 
fewer than 200 terminations, and 52 weeks’ notice would 
be required if there were 200 or more. The only exceptions 
to entitlement to the notice would be if the employee had 
been employed for less than three months or if he or she 
had been guilty of wilful misconduct, disobedience or wil- 
ful neglect of duty. 

This amendment also removes the exemption of notice 
of termination, which is not required if an employee is laid 
off or terminated during or as a result of a strike or lockout 
at his or her place of employment. This exemption allows 
employers to defeat the intent of the Employment Stan- 
dards Act, as employers can postpone terminations until 
after the commencement of a strike or a lockout in order to 
avoid notice requirements. 

An example of this occurred in Windsor last August, 
when 295 employees of Wickes Manufacturing Co were 
locked out by the employer after General Motors had an- 
nounced three months earlier that a major contract to pro- 
duce bumpers was being transferred to another competitor. 
Negotiations with the Canadian Auto Workers were a mere 
formality that allowed the company to wait until it was in a 
legal position to lock the workers out and avoid paying the 
12 weeks’ notice that would have been required by the 
Employment Standards Act, had it not been for the lockout 
exclusion. 

This amendment also requires employers to provide cer- 
tain information to the minister about the planned termina- 
tions. This information must include the economic 
circumstances surrounding the intended terminations; any 
consultations which have been or are proposed with the af- 
fected employees or their agents or with local communities; 
proposed adjustment measures and the number of employees 
expected to benefit from each; and a statistical profile of the 
affected employees. This information has to be provided to 
the minister before notice to workers will take effect. 

Advance notification builds on the assumption that the 
burden of adjustment should not be placed only on em- 
ployees. At the same time, its purpose is not to penalize 
firms, but to allow sufficient time to identify alternatives 
or facilitate adjustment. Advance notice may allow, if it is 
accompanied by consultation, an exploration of alterna- 
tives to cutback or closure. 

If termination cannot be advised, employees can begin 
implementing job search strategies, exploring available em- 
ployment services and, of course, training options. Employ- 
ees and employers can implement an adjustment plan 
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which might include identifying skill shortages among af- 
fected employees and providing counselling. 
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Government can activate programs to assist in worker 
and community adjustment, possibly through needs assess- 
ment, skill inventories, employment services, counselling 
and training. Governments and communities are given 
time to plan for decreased revenues and simultaneous in- 
creases in public expenditures. With advance notice, 
timely adjustment and appropriate support levels, workers 
may be less likely to have to rely on unemployment insur- 
ance for lengthy periods, and the stigmatization associated 
with being jobless might be reduced. 

Notification legislation emphasizes the notion of cor- 
porate responsibility towards the workforce in case of 
downsizing. By complying, firms can enhance their image 
as responsible employers. To give advance notice of termi- 
nation is in principle a cost-free obligation to the employer 
who complies with this legislation. This advance notice 
becomes a key component for an exploration of alterna- 
tives or for co-ordinating successful adjustment programs. 

Advance notice legislation currently sets the lower 
threshold for mass termination at 50 employees. In small 
communities and single-industry towns, and in the case of 
overall deteriorating labour market conditions, terminated 
employees, especially those affected by closures involving 
less than 50 employees, can face the same difficulties of 
finding a new job as other workers involved in layoffs of 
50 or more employees. It is for this reason that I promise a 
lowering of the threshold from 50 or more employees to 
10 or more employees. 

As I stated earlier, the purpose is not to penalize firms 
and cause more hardship. If the employer complies with 
the legislation, no money is paid out. The intent of this 
change is to allow more time for adjustment or alternatives. 

These amendments were being looked at by the Minis- 
try of Labour after holding meetings with labour, business 
and community groups in February and March of this year. 
They found that the current statutory projections are lim- 
ited in scope; specifically, that the notice requirements are 
insufficient to allow workers to plan for this job loss and 
providers of adjustment services to implement them in a 
timely fashion. 

The current legislation falls short of what is required of 
employers in the provinces of Quebec, New Brunswick 
and Nova Scotia, as well as the Yukon and the Northwest 
Territories, with respect to the threshold limits for mass 
layoff notification. It is obvious that the previous govern- 
ment showed a complete lack of regard for the plight of 
displaced workers by not addressing these inadequacies 
and that it did not consult properly. Unfortunately, workers 
are finding out how limited the legislation is at a time 
when progressive notification requirements would have 
been most beneficial. The lack of more advance notice is 
causing hardship for workers and their families because 
the minimum established by the previous government was 
so inadequate. Too many employees are excluded because 
of the poorly established threshold limits and also the lack 
of sufficient notice needed for proper adjustment. 


This bill will bring us. more in tune with some of the 
western European legislation that has created the most re- 
sponsible adjustment programs in the world. I am confi- 
dent that my colleagues will join me in ‘supporting thi 
very important legislation. Hopefully the members from 
the official opposition and the third party will also see fi 
to ensure that displaced workers will get the best job pro- 
tection available anywhere in Canada. | 


Mr Offer: Let me say what a pleasure it is for me tc 
join in the debate on the bill put forward by the honourable 
member for Windsor-Sandwich. 

I am going to talk about a number of different all 
of this particular legislation, but at the outset I want to say 
I am a little concerned about the way in which the honour: 
able member made his opening comments, because I be- 
lieve they were founded on acrimony. I believe they were 
founded on an “us and them” type of camp. I do not know 
that this is necessarily correct. I do not know if this is 
necessarily the best way to achieve the type of protectior 
that all members of this Legislature always work towards’ 
None the less, that is certainly the way in which the mem: 
ber put forward this particular matter. He spoke not neces: 
sarily to the substance of the particular legislation. I think 
of three areas where the member spoke about the acrimony 
between labour on one hand and management on the other 
He spoke about the difficulties between the governmen’ 
which he represents and the federal government and spoke 
also, and I took specific note of that, about a lack of con: 
sultation by the previous government, of which I was ¢ 
member, with the labour sector. 

The whole basis for this legislation that the member puts 
forward is one that is based on conflict, an “us and them’ 
type of camp—‘If you’re not with us, then you’re agains) 
us”—a finger-pointing type of exercise, that the cause of al 
of the problems in this province in terms of job loss is thé 
federal government and its fiscal and monetary policies. I dc 
not think the people in this province and the 250,000 who los! 
their jobs in the last year really do take great solace in the fac 
that one member of this Legislature stands up and says, “ I 
not for the federal government everything would be fine.” 
do not believe that helps people at all. 

Far be it from me to defend the actions of the federa 
government. I find them to be lacking, wanting, in many 
areas. But I do not think it is always the most responsible 
tack to take that no matter what the ills of this province 
are, they are always the fault of the federal government. | 
believe it certainly does take a substantial share in that, bu 
I think there are a lot of people who might say the same 
about this provincial government, that indeed this govern’ 
ment too must be concerned about what it has done in the 
area of job creation in this, the worst recession—I believe 
the Treasurer has stated—since the 1930s. In the last year 
250,000 jobs have been lost and bankruptcies are up in the 
area of 80%. There is a certain malaise which is affecting 
sO many people in this province and the Treasurer has jus 
recently announced a budget which carries with it a defici 
of almost $10 billion. | 

Many people in this province are now saying: “Whert 
am I in that budget? I don’t see my interest being acknowl. 
edged in the budget, being advanced in the budget. I don’ | 
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ze one single job being created in the budget.” They are 
ot saying that is because of the federal government; they 
te saying that was a provincial budget, a provincial bud- 
et which does not create one single new job at a time 
mhen, in the words of the Treasurer, we are going through 
ie worst recession since the 1930s. 

By way of opening comment, I say that to bring for- 
rard this type of legislation in a way which says everyone 
elongs in one’ camp or another—“You are either in the 
ibour camp or in the management camp, you are either 
or the federal government or against it, you are either for 
ae provincial government or you are against it”—really 
oes not serve people’s best interests. It really does not 
romote the economic well-being and viability of the 
rovince and its future. It really does not send out a mes- 
age that there is the need for consultation, that generally 
eople do not want to be looked upon as being on one side 
rt the other, that they do not really feel they are on one 
ide or the other, that they do not really take much satisfac- 
on in finger-pointing, in saying, “Gee, we’re perfect ex- 
ept for the other guy,” or some other type of area. That 
oes not help when people are out of work. 
| I hoped the government would have put an awful lot 
iore emphasis on the issue of job creation, on getting to 
Ow we can create real, permanent, good jobs in this prov- 
ice which will, in a very fundamental way, provide the 
asis for continued growth in our economy. But that is not 
ere and that, I must say, has not been the action of the 
overnment to date. 
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Having made those opening comments, what does the 
ill do? I have read the bill, and basically it talks about 
alling for substantial increases in the notice period com- 
ared to the existing legislation, it talks about recommend- 
1g a slight change in the posting procedure and it talks 
bout removing the right for employers to refuse notice to 
mployees hired for a definite term; ie, contract employees. 
_ I guess all of our concern and attention today is proba- 
ly going to be on the whole issue of the notice provision. 
‘the member spoke about how he sees himself and his 
arty as the holders of all that is good and virtuous and 
10ral in terms of workers’ protection. He seems to have 
yrgotten that the severance and notice provisions which 
re, the previous government, put into the Employment 
tandards Act were the most comprehensive and generous 
1 all of North America. That is not to say that more work 
annot be done in that area, but I think that instead of 
iking this acrimonious type of position the member has 
aiken, we have to say: 
_ “Yes, good work has been done in the past. The en- 
ancements, the provisions, the rights, the entitlements 
nder the Employment Standards Act in terms of sever- 
nce and notice provisions have been introduced by previ- 
us governments and yes, we have to continue to look at 
yays in which we can continue on in the work, if not in 
iis area, then in occupational health and safety and a vari- 
ty of other areas.” 
_ But the member just seems to put forward—I will say 
onfusing as opposed to misleading, because misleading 
uight not be terribly proper—certainly a confusing type of 
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message. All governments have worked in terms of the 
Employment Standards Act. All governments have looked 
towards enhancing notice and severance provisions for 
employees. All governments have done that. 

One of the things I think the member should be very 
concerned about is consultation. I hear two messages in 
terms of consultation in this province. One message which 
is heard in this Legislature, mainly from the Minister of 
Labour, is that they are conducting consultation exten- 
sively, broadly, with a variety of people across this prov- 
ince. It sounds very good in this Legislature, I must say, 
and probably there have been speeches to that effect. But 
the interesting thing is that when I go outside this Legisla- 
ture and speak to a variety of people whom I thought 
would be the subject matter of the consultation, they are 
saying something very different. They are saying that there 
is not any consultation, that their views, their thoughts, 
their opinions, not only on labour-related matters but in the 
social service area, to name one other, are not being asked 
for and they are not even being approached. That is some- 
thing that is of concern to very many people outside this 
Legislature. 

If the government hopes to have legislation, of what- 
ever nature and kind, that it believes is right and hopes to 
have some sort of approval, it must be based on real con- 
sultation. I will share two areas. The Minister of Commu- 
nity and Social Services, in terms of her area, and the 
Minister of Labour, in his, are falling very short of any 
type of consultation. I did not even use the word “mean- 
ingful,” because I am talking to people all across this prov- 
ince who are saying there is not any consultation. They 
cannot get in the door. They cannot even share their opinion. 

Before one ever brings forward legislation of this kind, 
it must be based on consultation. We have to have a very 
strong appreciation for the impact that this bill will have 
on small business. Small business creates more new jobs 
in this province than anything else. What does this bill do 
to small business? How is small business able, when one 
talks of a reduction to a level of 10 persons, to plan, to 
project for the future? What does it mean? What message 
does it send out? What does it do to the ability of small 
business not only to continue to exist but also to be formed 
in this province and, of major importance, to continue to 
be the job creator that it has been in the past? 

This bill and the opening comments of the member just 
do not address those concerns. I think it is absolutely es- 
sential that before any particular bill of this nature is ap- 
proved, we have to hear from small business just as one 
aspect—what it means to it, what it means to its being able 
to continue in this province, how this will impact on its 
being able to grow and create jobs in this province. As 
such, I think this bill is premature in the extreme. 

I also believe we have to take a look at what the gov- 
ernment has done in terms of listening to those people who 
might be affected by this particular piece of legislation. I 
do not focus just on management; I also bring into issue 
labour. What type of consultation has been done prior to 
this bill being introduced in listening to how these types of 
proposals would impact on both management and labour? 
What does this mean in terms of accelerating closures? 
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What does this mean in terms of creating new business, in 
terms of creating new jobs, in terms of building a founda- 
tion for the economic growth of this province of which we 
will all be the beneficiaries? This bill and the member’s 
opening comments are silent on that aspect. 

I am very concerned about a bill of this nature. I am 
concerned because the process by which it was formed 
leaves out so much. We leave out discussion and consulta- 
tion with small business, with management, with labour. 
Before any bill of this nature can be approved, even in 
principle as we discuss here today, there must be the foun- 
dation of good, open, broad consultation. That has not hap- 
pened in this bill, it has not happened with the Minister of 
Labour in all of his stated intentions, and certainly the 
Minister of Community and Social Services is following in 
the footsteps of no consultation. As such, I do not support 
this legislation. 
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Mrs Witmer: I am pleased to have the opportunity 
this morning to join in the debate on this bill of the mem- 
ber for Windsor-Sandwich. I would like to preface my 
remarks by indicating that I appreciate the very sincere and 
very good intentions of the member in making sure the 
workers in this province are protected. However, I would 
also like to point out that although there are some cases 
where management perhaps does not treat employees 
fairly, I do believe that on the whole every attempt is made 
to deal with the individuals as fairly as possible. 

I believe this legislation in the end will be very harmful 
to the economic climate of this province. I do support the 
fact that there does need to be reasonable protection for 
workers. However, I do not believe this piece of legislation 
does protect workers. I do not believe it will protect their 
jobs. In fact, I feel it could have a very serious impact and 
I feel it could discourage job creation and job retention in 
this province. 

What is going to happen under this bill is that it is 
going to increase the notice of termination in the Employ- 
ment Standards Act. Instead of having to give eight or 12 
weeks’ notice, now if you have less than 200 employees 
you are going to have to provide 26 weeks’ notice, and if 
you have more than 200 employees, instead of giving them 
16 weeks’ notice, you are going to have to give them 52 
weeks’ or a year’s notice. I have a lot of concern about the 
changes being suggested here. 

I would also like to indicate I understand that what is 
being suggested here has been taken from An Agenda for 
People under the title “Job Protection.” An Agenda for 
People promised “improving the severance and notice pro- 
visions of the Employment Standards Act to increase the 
protection of workers facing layoffs with lower worker 
threshold, a lower years-of-service threshold and an ex- 
tended notice period.” 

Bill 116-deals with the notice of termination element of 
the Premier’s election promise. However, I am concerned 
because this bill and the changes contemplated here today 
are unprecedented in any other North American jurisdic- 
tion and, as has been pointed out by the member, although 
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they are part of the western Europe countries they are 
nowhere a part of any jurisdiction in North America. | 

It is going to represent a very substantial change, par- 
ticularly for the small business sector, and I would have to 
ask the question, at a time of recession, can we afford this 
type of legislation? I believe it is going to have a very 
serious impact on the retention of jobs and the creation of 
new ones; we have to remember those new jobs are cre- 
ated by small business and this certainly does not provide 
any incentive to create those new jobs. 

Another change in this act is the fact that before em- 
ployers with less than 50 employees were not covered by 
regulation 286; now all businesses in this province, no 
matter how small, are going to be covered. This is going to 
have a very dramatic effect on employers who are strug- 
gling during the recession. It is going to force some busi- 
nesses into premature insolvency because of the increased 
exposure to a termination pay liability. 

I am going to give an example. There is a company 
that has 40 employees. They have to lay off half their staff 
because of declining sales or the bankruptcy of one of their 
main customers. Unfortunately, in these tough economic 
times, they were unable to give 26 weeks’ notice, as is 
suggested here, because they had no way of anticipating 
that the other firm, upon whom they depended as a custo- 
mer, was going to go bankrupt. The termination pay liabil- 
ity of six months’ wages for each employee could force 
this second company into bankruptcy because 20 long- 
serving employees who earn $500 a week would cost 
$260,000. 

If the second company goes into receivership and is 
unable to meet its wage, vacation pay, termination and 
severance pay obligations, then under the terms of Bill 70 
the new employee wage protection program would be lia- 
ble for this $260,000 in termination pay. Who is going to 
pay for that? The Ontario taxpayers. 

Unfortunately, I believe this bill is punitive in nature. ] 
believe it is going to further erode investor confidence. |] 
believe it is going to discourage job creation and invest- 
ment in Ontario. 

I had a call yesterday from a businessman who was in 
the process of making an important decision. He had hearc 
about this bill that was being discussed this morning and 
he was concerned about it. The very fact that this legisla- 
tion was being considered was a factor he was taking into 
account this week in deciding whether he was going tc 
close his business. 

I do not know what decision he is going to make ulti- 
mately, but I would like to point out that business is very 
concerned about some of the initiatives that the govern: 
ment is taking at the present time. They do not feel they 
are being understood and they feel they are being treated ir 
a very punitive manner. 

There needs to be more consultation, real consultation| 
I believe the views of labour and management both need tc 
be considered in the final pieces of legislation that are 
brought before this House. Only in this way are we going 
to have a healthy economy in this province, one that is 
going to provide well-paying and secure jobs for all the 
workers. We need to be concentrating on providing ther 
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vith jobs and saving the jobs they have, and that is not 
what we are doing; we seem to be spending our time and 
‘ffort on dealing with the layoffs. 

I also want. to point out that the length of the notice 
»yeriod needs to be examined. How realistic is it that a 
company can plan a plant closure one year ahead? How 
nany of us know what is going to happen in our lives one 
vear ahead? None of us. This bill is based on the erroneous 
sssumption that a business goes bankrupt and knows about 
ta year in advance. Unfortunately, as I have pointed out, 
his is not always so. Businesses often collapse because of 
sircumstances beyond their control and often quite sud- 
lenly. 

I have talked about losing a major customer who goes 
yankrupt. Think about the government taxes in the policy. 
lonsider the role of the workers and the changing nature 
of the marketplace. These are all factors that contribute to 
yankruptcy and, unfortunately, bankruptcy can happen 
very quickly and you cannot plan for it a year ahead. If 
hat plant closure was due to financial distress, a year’s 
10tice would only send the creditors in to recover what 
hey could from the remaining assets. Bill 70 in its original 
‘orm prevented workouts of Ontario corporations, with the 
‘esult that jobs that might have been saved have been lost. 

Bill 116 is going to have the same negative effect on 
sfforts of companies to reorganize a firm to save jobs. 
Now if a company with 200 employees did not give a 
year’s notice, the termination pay liability could be $5.2 
nillion, assuming the employees earned $500 a week and 
iad eight years of service. Bill 70 is going to expose the 
[reasury to this termination pay liability of $5.2 million. I 
isk you, can we in Ontario afford this at the present time? 
can the taxpayers afford it? 

_ The liability exposure is so large that a company with 
199 employees would be hesitant before hiring any more 
»mployees because one extra person, under this new legis- 
ation, would mean that the notice period is going to go 
rom six months to one year. It is not going to encourage 
the expansion of any business or industry. 

_ The budget has already predicted that an additional 
184,000 jobs are going to be lost this year. I sympathize 
with the men and women who are going to lose those jobs. 
The negative signal sent out by the $9.7-billion deficit is 
already affecting investment decisions by Ontario busi- 


1esses and, unfortunately, it is also contributing to the loss. 


of potential new jobs. 

To add these punitive labour law changes at this time, 
at the height of a recession, is only going to exacerbate the 
negative impact of the budget. We in this province simply 
cannot afford to lose one more job. We have to start creat- 
ing an investment climate for business that is going to 
encourage the private sector to create jobs so Ontario can 
finally come out of this recession. Changes to the Employ- 
ment Standards Act, as outlined in Bill 116, are going to 
have exactly the opposite effect. They will create a very 
powerful disincentive to doing business in this province. 
They are going to restrict new employment opportunities 
for the men and women in this province. 

The workers in this province do not need more legisla- 
tion that is going to cost them their present and future jobs. 


They need a government that is going to encourage job 
creation and retention, a government that is going to work 
with the business community, a government that will con- 
sult and take into serious consideration the views of all 
individuals, whether business, labour, management or 
whatever, and incorporate them into the final policy. They 
need a government that is going to provide a good eco- 
nomic climate for investment, provide incentives for busi- 
ness and encourage them once again to look at Ontario as a 
place for investment. 

Unfortunately, we believe Bill 116, if passed, is going 
to cost this province present jobs and future jobs, and we 
will be unable to support it today for that reason. 
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Mr Hope: It is my pleasure to stand here today as the 
sun starts to shine upon Queen’s Park and the workers of 
this province start to be recognized and a foundation is 
being built. 

I could not understand the comments that were being 
raised about there being no consultation. I reflect back on 
the five years of my time as a labour leader. I could be a 
little bit modest here and say there has been three years, 
but I know it is closer to five years, of consultation that has 
taken place on this piece of legislation because, as a 
worker representative, one of the key factors we tried to 
get across was notification. 

We talk about a foundation. Let me tell the members 
this is a stronger foundation than the pyramids that the 
Egyptians built. This is a foundation that will build this 
province into making it what it should be. I want to explain 
why, because we have heard the negative points of view, 
and I would like to reflect the positive point of view be- 
cause there are so many positive views in this piece of 
legislation. 

To the member for Windsor-Sandwich, I say I am a 
little jealous. He had the opportunity to introduce this leg- 
islation before I did, because he comes from Windsor, 
where there is a large labour market that is losing jobs. We 
have waited too long for this. It is good to see, and I will 
not hold it against him; he has my 100% support on this 
bill, because it is something we have been looking for for a 
long time. 

This bill will require companies to give employees 
longer termination notice. That will give employees the 
time to do an analysis and to find alternative employment 
Or, more positively, to sit down with the companies and 
discuss the possibilities of being laid off. We talk in this 
government of bringing labour and management together. 
One of the problems has always been that one has not 
trusted the other. I do not want to point fingers—do not get 
me wrong here—but the government has to admit to some 
of that; it has created this confrontation. 

This is a foundation because, as workers go up to a 
plant, walk in one morning and look up on the plant bulle- 
tin board, what do they see? A layoff notice. A lot of these 
people work and live from week to week on their 
paycheques. I could say they could depend on their sav- 
ings account, but they never had a savings account. Most 
of us do not even know what a savings account is. 


2158 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO | 


Let me explain why it is a foundation. As people are 
receiving notification of termination and do not know if 
they are coming back—this is not a temporary layoff, this 
is a layoff; they do not know if they are coming back—one 
of the things they are really focusing on is that it will give 
them the opportunity to sit down and discuss with manage- 
ment whether it is because of the marketplace or it is be- 
cause of machinery. It is going to give them the ability to 
sit down and discuss with management the possibilities 
and alternative routes other than being terminated, which 
gives better planning for the company. It is a very positive 
foundation. Not all the time are you able to sit down and 
have a conversation without choosing sides. 


But there is a conversation that will take place dealing 
with the family and preparing themselves because, as I 
indicated a little earlier, most of them live week to week on 
their paycheques. If they look up on the bulletin board and 
they are over a certain limit, they are entitled to 52 weeks. 
That gives that individual one year to plan his life, whether 
it be while he is currently still working to go and get more 
education, increase his education and maybe look at a 
skilled job—there is so much possibility here. 

There is a ray of hope for Queen’s Park; I must add 
that. When I start to look at this legislation, we must take it 
in the context that it is a very positive piece of legislation. 

The limitations that are in this legislation is a foundation 
that I feel is very positive. As I look a lot at the brothers 
and sisters who are out there, who do not know from one 
day to the next because—and everybody says, “Don’t 
point fingers.” Well, I must point fingers because of the 
content legislation we lost in the auto pact. We lost it be- 
cause of the Mulroney brainstorm trade deal that was 
there. 


Mr Kormos: Some brainstorm. 


Mr Dadamo: Yes. It was a storm. It was like lightning 
that came down and hit the people. Because of that, work- 
ers need protection. They need an opportunity to expand 
their horizons, If they know there are no possibilities of 
diverting the layoff or the termination, they can, through 
the 52 weeks, go to community colleges—excellent educa- 
tion, I must add—and expand their horizons. 


I know that other members of my caucus would like 
speak, which will reflect this province’s concerns on this 
piece of legislation. The member for Windsor-Sandwich 
does not have to worry about my support. As I indicated 
earlier, I am very jealous that he got to to introduce it 
before I did, but he has my 100% support on this piece of 
legislation, and I encourage all members to take a closer at 
it, to quit doing the division of labour and management but 
to look it at in a more positive way as a foundation that 
builds this province. 
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Mr Martin: This morning I would just like to make 
two points on this very important issue. They come under 
an examination of the climate within which business is 
done today in Ontario and the climate and the environment 
within which people work today. I would like to speak on 
how that impacts both on the worker and on business itself. 


I think in front of this legislation we must understand 
that in today’s work-a-day world none of us is ever more 
than a paycheque away from poverty, from not being able) 
to pay the bills. The economic environment that faces the! 
working person each day that he gets up and goes to his 
job is that if for one reason or another he loses his job or is 
without work, his family is then thrown almost automati- 
cally into a position of poverty because of the debt load 
that many of us in Ontario have been forced to accept in 
order to have a home to house our family, in order to be 
able to provide the transportation that we need to get to the 
things that we all take for granted as part of our quality of 
life and in order to be able to put food on our tables. 

I think it is in light of this fact, the fact that we who are 
workers in our communities need to plan long in advance 
for any change in the economic situation in which we live, 
that this legislation makes a whole lot of sense. Not only 
does business out there have to plan in creative and ever 
more futuristic ways, but we, as people who work in our 
communities, who have families to support, who want to 
be constructive, contributing members of society, have to 
plan as well. It is difficult for us to plan if we do not know 
well in advance those things that significantly change any 
plans that we might have, so I support this legislation this 
morning in light of that. 

The other thing I would like to comment on and chal- 
lenge the members opposite and my own colleagues to 
reflect on is the fact that also in this day and age, busi- 
nesses are more and more beginning to be able to make 
plans well in advance. They are being asked to put to- 
gether business plans that speak to one-, two- and three- 
year, and oftentimes five- and 10-year, projections and 
plans. They know, more than ever before, well in advance 
what the future holds for them, they know what the eco- 
nomic climate is, they know what is coming down the 
pike. Certainly if they are experiencing some difficulties, if 
they are beginning to have some problems in any part of 
their operation, the banks are on their case to let them 
know if there are problems. 

There is no real argument that they can present to us 
that they do not know, that the time we are talking about 
here in terms of notice to workers is too long. There is no 
argument in today’s world. Businesses are well aware of 
what is coming. They are being told by their creditors what 
is coming, and just as they consider those folks in any 
decision they make, all we are asking today in this legisla- 
tion is that they consider the workers as well. 


Mrs Fawcett: Madam Speaker, could I have unani- 
mous consent to use the two minutes and the few seconds 
remaining from the third party? 


The Acting Speaker (Mrs Haslam): Is there unani- 
mous consent? 


Agreed to. 


Mrs Faweett: I appreciate my colleagues giving me 
the opportunity to place a few remarks on the record be- 
cause I would like to reflect some of the concerns that 
many of the constituents have expressed to me regarding 
the NDP government’s total disregard for small business 
and the manufacturing sector of the economy. 
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This government does seem to be fixated on job com- 
yensation rather than job creation, and certainly in the 
sounty of Northumberland we are experiencing the highest 
evels of unemployment 1 in eastern Ontario. The latest data 
ndicate that it really is over 15% right now and has been 
‘or some time. Coupled with that, over 2% of the entire 
sopulation of Northumberland is on welfare, so the mem- 
yers can see that we are looking for some type of relief 
rom this government in the form of new permanent jobs. 

I look in vain to find anything in this type of legislation 
hat would encourage manufacturing or small business to 
‘et up shop in Ontario, let alone Northumberland. Certainly 
he member for Windsor-Sandwich has not consulted with 
hose industries from my riding. Really, if he or any member 
of his socialist government had talked to Frankie Liberty of 
he Diamond Triangle Economic Commission, he would 
iave found out that this type of labour reform is a disincen- 
ive to manufacturers and small businesses. 

The member may be trying to enact the legislation be- 
rause he knows full well that his government is really 
iriving business out of the province and wants to ensure 
hat an employee’s last paycheque is a good one, but I say 
hat the employees in my riding want a paycheque, not a 
severance cheque. I really have a great deal of trouble 
tying to find solace in this type of legislation, so I do not 
eel that I can support it at this time. 

Mr Kormos: I appreciate this chance to rise here in 
he back benches, among the Ws, to speak on this. Madam 
speaker knows this, and the other members: Thursday 
norning is probably one of the most interesting times in 
he House, because what happens Thursday morning, as 
sompared to what oftentimes does not happen during the 
est of the sitting week, is that private members’ business 
s dealt with. 

What we are dealing with here, Bill 116, is a piece of 
egislation, amendments to the Employment Standards 
Act, which was authored by the member for Windsor- 
Sandwich. Every member of this Legislature can, as of 
‘ight, present bills. Members know that. That is our right, 
ind it is an unfettered right. But what is important is that 
Thursday mornings are reserved so that those bills which 
are presented are debated at the instance of the author. 

_ Windsor-Sandwich can be very proud of its member of 
he provincial Parliament. Since the member’s election on 
5 September, he has been tireless—and I say this as some- 
dody who has been here for a few years longer than he has 
Jeen—not just in his pursuit of resolutions for issues that 
impact on Windsor-Sandwich very specifically, and I sup- 
dose that is the job of each and every one us, but there is 
nobody i in this Legislature who does it more aggressively. 
{In my opinion, there is nobody in this Legislature who 
does it as effectively as the member does for his riding. 
So he comes here with a lot of talent, a lot of insight, 
but his efforts are not restricted to issues that are isolated 
Or situated solely in Windsor-Sandwich. The member 
comes here with a strong background; he comes here with 
a social conscience. What more valuable trait could one 
expect for an MPP. 

What we are talking about here is people and families 
and lives. We are not talking hypothetically; we do not 
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have to.. We can talk about factories. Down where I come 
from in Welland-Thorold, down in the heart of the Niagara 
Peninsula, we can talk about factories like Welmet. The 
folks down there know what Welmet was. It was a long- 
time industry, had been in Welland for decades and de- 
cades, and then it was gone, and those hundreds of people 
who had really intended to spend their working lives there 
and had made that commitment to Welmet, and their fami- 
lies and their children, were left in the lurch. 

We can talk about Wabasso cotton down in the city of 
Welland where, once again, hundreds of employees had 
made a commitment. They were prepared to spend the rest 
of their working lives producing for Wabasso, but then 
Wabasso was gone and those hundreds of workers, those 
women and men who had made their commitment to 
Wabasso, were betrayed as well, and their families, their 
children or their grandchildren are left hanging in the 
wind. 

We do not have to talk about hypotheticals; we are 
talking here about plant shutdowns. We are talking about a 
legacy of plant shutdowns that occurred not during the life 
of this government; we are talking about a legacy of plant 
shutdowns that occurred during the Liberal government 
that preceded this one for five years and during the Tory 
governments that preceded it. It is those previous regimes 
that generated the shutdowns. It is those previous regimes 
that generated the economic disaster that this government 
is attempting to cope with now. 

Rather than fear-monger, as the Liberal critics and Tory 
critics have attempted to do, let’s think about the lives and 
let’s think about the human element. Let’s think about the 
motivation of the member for Windsor-Sandwich for pre- 
senting this legislation. His motivation is to protect those 


_ workers and their families from the cruelty of arbitrary 


and, quite frankly, spur-of-the-moment plant shutdowns. 
Any caring person would support this legislation, Madam 
Speaker, as I know you do. 


1100 


Mr Dadamo: I would like to thank my colleagues for 
the eloquent words that they used this morning. Thank you 
to the members for Welland-Thorold, Sault Ste Marie and, 
of course, my dear friend from Chatham-Kent. As well I 
would like to thank the members for any of the comments 
from the opposition side this morning, as long-winded as 
sometimes they may have been. I just want to stress that if 
this goes on for committee work or for consultation further 
in the province, the sky will not fall and the sun will come 
out tomorrow and we will be fine. 

I would also urge opposition members who are critical 
of Bill 116 to maybe come to Windsor some time and 
experience and see at first hand the 16%, 17%, 18%, 19% 
and 20% unemployment rate, all the plants that have 
closed in the city of Windsor and in all the area ridings in 
the last year and a half and two years, and the thousands of 
people who have been thrown out of work. 

I put my hand out to Kenny Maheux, who is president 
of CAW Local 195 in Windsor, who has worked tirelessly 
endless hours, along with his executive, in the painstaking 
course that they have taken to try to put people back to 
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work. Notice at 3 o’clock in the afternoon when the people 
walk in and their plants are closed. 

Corporations in this province, little or large, know 
when they are going to make money. They also know 
when they are not going to make money, and they know 
when they are not going to make money well in advance. 
They should tell employees of this province that their plant 
is about to close. It is only the right thing to do, and some- 
times we forget there are thousands of children in this 
province who are affected as well. I urge all members to 
support Bill 116. 


GOVERNMENT SPENDING 


Mr Carr: Madam Speaker, Mr Stockwell is late arriv- 
ing. He was actually speaking about this point last night up 
in Thunder Bay and his plane was supposed to arrive, so 
obviously there has been a problem. I would like to have 
unanimous consent to begin the debate and then have Mr 
Stockwell finish up later on. 


The Acting Speaker (Mrs HES ERIE Is there unani- 
mous consent? 


Agreed to. 


The Acting Speaker: The member for Oakville South 
will now move the resolution in his absence. 


Mr Cart, on behalf of Mr Stockwell, moved resolution 17: 

That in the opinion of this House, recognizing that the 
tax, borrow and spend policies of the government are un- 
dermining Ontario’s economic competitiveness, discourag- 
ing investment, exacerbating the problem of cross-border 
shopping and that these policies will burden this and future 
generations of taxpayers with a massive debt, this House 
therefore calls upon the government to immediatialy intro- 
duce legislation: (1) to impose a 2% cap on wage increases 
in the broader public sector in Ontario for a one-year pe- 
riod, (2) to establish a budget stabilization fund to be fi- 
nanced through the allocation of any in-year revenue 
windfalls, (3) to hold its own direct operating expenditures 
at last year’s levels, (4) to implement a program freeze. 


Mr Carr: I am pleased to be able to speak on behalf 
of my colleague for Etobicoke. 

I guess what we have here in this province is a continu- 
ation of the old and decidedly failed policies of the last 
government, the one that carried on the tax-and-spend ap- 
proach that has been such a failure. In fact, over the last 
little while, the previous government had a 132% increase 
in taxes in this province and we, as we sit here today, are 
now not only the highest-taxed province in Canada but we 
are now the highest-taxed jurisdiction in all of North 
America. 

In the past, we used to have a 10% advantage over 
Quebec. After 32 tax increases by the previous govern- 
ment, we are now the highest-taxed province in all of Can- 
ada. Yet the worst part is that the quality of our public 
service continues to decline. 

When the last government came in, when the Liberal 
government took over from the Conservatives, they said, 
“We care more about people so we are going to spend 
more money on social programs and more programs for 
social assistance.” Then in comes the NDP government 


and it says, “No, we care more about people so we are 
going to spend more.” 

But I say that the people of this province do not want 
more money spent. The people who are on social assis- 
tance, whether it be a single mother or a middle-aged man 
who has just lost his job, do not want social assistance. 
What they want is jobs. They want to get back into the 
workforce and get off social assistance. 

So instead of saying, “We spend more. We care more 
SO we spend more on it,” I think most people in this proy- 
ince would believe that what we should be doing is seeing 
the amount and number of people we can get off social 
assistance. As for the amount of money spent on social 
assistance, we would be successful if we reduced it, not 
increased it, and we could do that by getting people jobs 
through training, retraining and apprenticeship programs. — 

As we sit here today, the big problem between this 
government and the ideas of the Progressive Conservatives 
is that it does not matter today how much we spend but it 
is where we spend the money that counts. If we can reduce 
some of the spending on social assistance programs anc 
get people off social assistance, that is what people are 
looking for. 

The last government spent more on the environment: 
they increased the amount that was spent, and yet the qual- 
ity of the environment continued to deteriorate. They spent 
more on health care, they doubled the amount on healtt 
care, and yet we had waiting lists in this province unde 
their regime, not only waiting lists for elective surgery bu 
for life-saving heart surgery as well. When it came to edu. 
cation, they spent more and still the quality continues tc 
decline. 

All we have done over the last little while is replace 
one big, high-taxing government that spent and was be. 
holden to special interest groups with another high-taxing 
big-spending government that is beholden to special inter: 
est groups. That is not what the public of this province 
want. 

It is interesting to note, and I will reflect on it a littl 
bit, that a polling company did a poll and during that pe: 
riod of time they asked people—and I will paraphrase i 
because the question they asked is fairly long—“Basically, 
do you think your taxes are being spent properly?” The 
overwhelming majority, close to about 80%, said they 
were not. They honestly, truly believe in this province tha 
we are not spending wisely. 

There was another question asked: “Do you agree tha 
they should limit increases in government spending in the 
budget that is coming down in the province of Ontario?’ 
Fully 79% said that they should, that we should not spen¢ 
more. 

They actually asked the question of what party on 
supported and NDP supporters were right up there witl 
everybody else saying that we should not spend more. The 
NDP supporters who helped elect this government, wh¢ 
said they voted for them, are the ones who said we shoul¢ 
not spend more. 

It is kind of ironic that in the throne speech, on the very 
first page, this government said it is a government that wil 
listen to the people and respond to their needs to the bes 
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of its ability. They heard from the people—Conservatives, 
iberal, NDP, non-aligned people—who said, “We do not 
aeed more spending.” What do they do? A 13.4% increase, 
1 $10-billion deficit. 
 Let’s put that $10 billion into perspective. In the 
smount of time that we will spend here this morning, the 
wo hours from 10 until noon, by the end of this mandate 
we will be spending $2 million—$1 million an hour or 
ibout $15,000 per minute; $1 million an hour, 24 hours a 
jay, seven days a week, 365 days of the year—not to pay 
‘or health care, not to pay for the environment or social 
»rograms, but just to pay the interest on the provincial debt 
alone. 
1110 
_ What we need in this province is a comprehensive re- 
view to eliminate waste. During the last period of time we 
jave identified some of the abuses that are out there, the 
wastes that are out there. We heard, during some of the 
juestions earlier on in this Parliament, of the amount that 
was spent on speeches. The previous Premier, Mr Peter- 
son, spent I believe in the neighbourhood of $7,000 just to 
aave his speech written for him for Meech Lake when he 
vas meeting with the other premiers. We heard as early as 
yesterday about the 17 letters sent to the same individual 
company, and we have the chairman of TVOntario who 
1as nine TVs in his office. 
In 1985 virtually 80% of the housing units built in this 
yrovince were built by the private sector. Today it is com- 
letely reversed—80% are built by the public sector and 
ynly 10% by the private sector. What this government has 
jone is thrown out the private sector, scared off the private 
sector in housing, scared it with its labour legislation. 
What we need, as this motion says, is to take a look at 
1 cap in spending programs and a program freeze as is 
idvocated in point 4. I would ask any of the members to 
ake a look at the estimates book in connection with point 
| which would impose a 2% cap on wage increases. The 
salaries that are listed in the estimates book are broken 
down by salaries and wages, in every ministry. One of the 
argest portions of spending is salaries and wages. You 
ook through it and you see the percentages, you see the 
amount that is spent. 
_ We are saying that in this day and age, when busi- 
aesses, households and families have to control spending, 
‘hey expect from this government that it will do the same 
hing. In a day and age when most people in this province 
are fearful for their jobs, and our previous debate was 
about jobs in this province—whether they are at the low 
ond of the scale, whether they are workers in factories, 
whether they are management, whether they are clerks, 
everybody in this province is fearful for his or her job 
except for the public service because they know they are 
safe—what we are saying is that those people who have 
secure jobs at this tough economic time should be able to 
zive a little bit. 
_ For a party that historically has prided itself on being 
socialists and giving for the good of everyone, we say the 
oublic service should at this time be able to take a cap 
freeze because their jobs are secure. They know six months 
from now they are going to have a job. The workers at 


General Motors do not. The workers at the Ford motor 
plant in my riding do not know if they will have a job, but 
the public sector does, so they therefore are the ones who 
should be able to accept the 2% cap. 

What we need to do, and what we should have done, is 
during the good times be able to build up surpluses. But 
what happened with the previous governments? They not 
only taxed us with 132% increase but do you know what 
they did with the money? They spent every last cent of it 
and then some, because they even ran up the debt totally, 
too. They spent every last cent—the highest-taxed jurisdic- 
tion in all North America and they went out and spent 
everything. Yet when we sat here under their regime, the 
environment declined, there were waiting lists at hospitals, 
the quality of our education declined, and in all the funda- 
mental facts and programs in this province, through all 
that, the quality of our public service continued to deterio- 
rate. That, I think, is the sad part. 

What we need to do, what we need to reflect on and 
what the people are saying out there—and very clearly, as 
this poll indicated—is that they do not believe the govern- 
ment is spending their tax dollars wisely. They believe 
there should be some controls. We need to have some 
reviews on these programs. These programs need to be 
reviewed in this day and age when businesses have to take 
a hard look at where their money is spent, when workers 
have had to be more efficient in their operations, when 
households have had to look at the cost of everything and 
where they are spending money and what money is going 
to go into the kids. Everything is being reviewed except in 
the public sector, except in the province of Ontario where 
tax-and-spend continues on like there is no tomorrow, like 
the money will never end. 

So this particular motion was, I think, on behalf of the 
vast majority of the people in this province who are say- 
ing: “Get control of spending. Get control of your spend- 
ing in the province.” Hopefully this resolution will pass 
and the government will abide by the resolution that we 
are talking about today. 

Those are a couple of comments and, as I said, I pass 
these on on behalf of my colleague who is coming in, 
having spoken on this last night. 


Mr Huget: I am pleased to join the: debate on the 
resolution put forward by the member for Oakville South 
on behalf of the member for Etobicoke West. Both mem- 
bers have some fairly strong views on this subject, but I 
know they will be fairminded enough to listen to a legiti- 
mate alternative. 

The member’s resolution clearly illustrates the differ- 
ence between his party’s view of what should be done in 
these tough times and the view of my government. In my 
opinion, it also seems to reflect a slash-and-burn mentality 
that his federal cousins have become famous for. 

It is interesting to note that the federal government, in 
spite of its cutbacks and insensitivity to the needs of people, 
has made very little progress in controlling the deficit in this 
country and a lot of progress in increasing the hardship. 

In my role as parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Energy, I am pleased to say that our ministry is working 
diligently at helping Ontario prepare for a bright future by 
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initiating programs in a number of areas, programs which 
cost money but programs which, we believe, are responsi- 
ble and wise strategies, investments in the future. 

Ontario has two hard realities to face. One is economic 
and one is environmental. Both are crucial and both are 
immediate. This government is committed to facing them 
both with equal determination. We have a genuine convic- 
tion that sustainable development is a common obligation, 
that our economy cannot thrive at the expense of the envi- 
ronment and that true prosperity must be durable. No truly 
thoughtful person and no truly responsible government can 
reject the idea that equal access to both prosperity and 
environmental security is a noble and achievable principle. 

The people of Ontario deserve to share in a common 
wealth and that is precisely what this government will en- 
sure. It means we are devoting enough technological mus- 
cle, scientific ingenuity and money to ensure that Ontario 
will have the most energy-efficient economy on the conti- 
nent. The people of Ontario have faith in this government’s 
energy strategy. It is a strategy that will make this province 
more self-sufficient, more prosperous and the North Amer- 
ican leader in energy-efficient practices and technology. 

I want to emphasize some of the energy commitments 
this government has made to the people of Ontario since 
last November, commitments which will help raise the 
confidence level in Ontario and make sound economic 
sense. 

The provincial electrical utility, Ontario Hydro, will 
spend at least $3 billion during the next 10 years on con- 
servation and energy-efficiency programs. In an energy-ef- 
ficiency pilot project in Espanola, the community’s 
response for a call to participate has been overwhelmingly 
positive. 

To make sure our own house is in order and to be 
fiscally responsible, we have made a commitment to re- 
duce energy consumption in all government buildings by a 
minimum of 20%. To ensure that, we have initiated a com- 
prehensive energy audit program to cover all 8,000 build- 
ings. To date, more than 780 of those buildings have been 
audited. 

Over the past few months, the Ministry of Energy has 
consulted industry, labour, education, business and envi- 
ronmental and community groups on nearly 200 policy 
initiatives the ministry is considering for implementation 
in the coming months. 


Just last Friday, the Minister of Energy hosted a policy 
consultation session with 150 representatives from various 
sectors of the province. The large industries were there, the 
environmentalists were there, the commercial sector was 
there, the independent power producers were there, the 
educators were there and the municipalities were there. 


The purpose of this session was to listen to the ideas of 
the people, to open up the policy creation process to as 
many Ontarians as possible and to form partnerships to 
meet the province’s energy goals. The response to this 
consultation was overwhelmingly positive. Participants 
welcomed the opportunity to work with their government 
and they welcomed the opportunity to contribute to the 
energy future of their province. 
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The Ministry of Energy also launched its new program 
initiatives last Friday. These initiatives are possible only 
through the financial support of the Treasury. This support 
clearly demonstrates the government’ s commitment to in- 
vesting in Ontario’s economic and environmental future 
through energy conservation and efficiency. | 

The Ministry of Energy now has $10 million more to 
work with and it has already increased the number and 
scope of the programs it offers. The additional allocation 
of funds allows the Ministry of Energy to increase its en- 
ergy-efficiency activities by almost 75% in the current fis- 
cal year. These program initiatives will have the double 
blessing of putting the province on the cutting edge of 
competitiveness and of reducing greenhouse gas emissions 
dramatically. 

These new and enhanced programs are inclusive. They 
are aimed at all parts of Ontario’s society. They were de- 
veloped through extensive consultation and they operate 
on the premise of a partnership with the people. As the 
ministry develops more programs, we will continue to lis- 
ten to the voice of the people of Ontario. Through a combi- 
nation of education, advocacy and incentives, discussions 
will continue about the best ways the government can 
work with the public to achieve the province’s energy 
goals. 

This week the mister of Northern Development in- 
formed the House that the combined efforts of the Ministry 
of Energy, the Ministry of Northern Development and 
Mines, the Ministry of Natural Resources and Ontario 
Hydro, based on consultation with the north shore commu- 
nities, has resulted in a $250-million economic diversifica- 
tion and adjustment package for the people of Elliot Lake. 

This government sees its action as responsible, as mak- 
ing good business sense, as laying the foundation for long- 
term economic stability in an area that has been dependent 
on Hydro for its livelihood. Again, we have listened to the 
people and have responded to their needs. In the past 10 
years, Elliot Lake uranium has cost Ontario’s electricity 
consumers $1.2 billion more than if it had been purchased 
from other sources. The people of Ontario deserve a better 
deal and they will receive substantial savings from 
Hydro’s new uranium arrangement. 

This is only a sampling of the commitments this gov- 
ernment is prepared to make to bring about prosperity and 
ecological security for this province. We make this com- 
mitment with the support of, and in partnership with, the 
people of Ontario. 

We are confident that under the test of sustainable de- 
velopment our balanced commitment to economic security 
and environmental integrity will speak for itself. The lead- 
ership this government is showing on many difficult issues 
will help to ensure a better Ontario as will earn the confi- 
dence of all our citizens. 

This government intends to continue investing in On- 
tario, in our communities, in our people and in our indus- 
tries. It is a sound investment strategy and like all sounc 
investments will pay off in the future. Cutting back now 
would only ensure that we are not prepared to benefit fully 
when this made-in-Canada recession comes to an end. 
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_ Mr McClelland: I found the previous presentation to 
de very interesting with respect to the energy policy of the 
government. I might add parenthetically that although I 
understand the link with respect to the motion before us 
this morning, I did not find it to be precisely on topic. But 
[do I believe the energy policy of this government and any 
ature government will be vital to the economic develop- 
ment of this province. 
_ Indeed, I happen to believe personally that the Ministry 
of Energy will become one of the most important eco- 
nomic ministries in future governments, whatever political 
stripe they may be, in Ontario. I would not want to put it 
above another, but I would say that it would be on a level 
with such senior ministries as the Ministry of Industry, 
Trade and Technology in terms of economic portfolios 
and, perhaps with the exception of Treasury, it will be the 
number one economic ministry in the future. 

I understand where the parliamentary assistant is com- 
ing from in terms of speaking about energy and trying to 
tie it, in very general terms, to the resolution before us 
today. So I appreciate those comments, although, in cand- 
our, I found it difficult to tie it specifically to the resolution 
and the four points that are set forth. But I understand in 
general terms how very vital energy is to the economic 
development and prosperity of this province. We will have 
another day or two, I am sure, to discuss the energy poli- 
cies of the current government and how they relate to the 
economic future and prosperity of this province. I look 
forward to that opportunity. 

We could turn our minds to the resolution before us for 
a short while right now. I want to address briefly the reso- 
lution presented by the member for Oakville South on be- 
half of his colleague the member for Etobicoke West. 

He said that one of the fundamental bases of the reso- 
lution is the desire of the electorate and people of this 
province that government get its spending under control. I 
do not think anybody would disagree with that on this side 
of the House and I feel very strongly that it is a vital theme 
to be pursued. 

_ President Abraham Lincoln said over 200 years ago 
that governments ought not to do what people can do, and 
society can do, for themselves. I think that ought to be 
fundamental to our concept as we look to the future and 
what government has to do to respond to the changing 
pressures on society. The demands on government are 
going to be so very complex and excessive over the next 
number of years that they will create pressures that will 
tequire the wisdom of Solomon to be a Treasurer or any 
senior minister in any government. To balance the desires, 
the needs and the pressures based on the limited resources 
available will indeed be a tremendous task ahead for the 
government of the day. 

_ I want to comment a little bit about the specifics of the 
resolution. The general concept behind it, I think, is wise if 
we tie it to the theme of getting control of government 
spending, but I think it is ultimately too restrictive. Gov- 
ernments clearly have the responsibility or are charged 
with the responsibility of adapting to and being flexible to 
the changing needs around them. I would find it difficult 
for any government—and I suggest, with great respect, 
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that so would a Conservative government, and certainly 
the history of previous Conservative regimes indicates 
that—to change its spending patterns and positions based 
on the economy at the time. 

We are clearly in a recessionary period right now in 
this province. I think the idea that the current government 
has about pumping money into the economy is laudable. I 
have considerable question and difficulty with where some 
of the money is going. I believe we now have an opportu- 
nity for charging the economy by building into the future 
of the economy, for example, land that is serviced and 
ready for future development and for the government to 
invest in capital expenditures that will be there for the 
future. Those are the kinds of things the government ought 
to be doing in recessionary times and focusing its energy 
to create jobs, to create opportunity and to get the econ- 
omy kickstarted. 

The rest of the country is slowly easing out of the 
recession. Ontario remains lagging behind. I think that is 
indicative of the fact that, I say with respect to my friends 
opposite, the huge deficit they have has provided them 
with an opportunity. I am completely against the concept 
of a deficit of that size and that magnitude. I think there are 
times that deficits are appropriate; I think they are the 
exception rather than the rule. But to set out and have a 
program or a plan that says, “For four years we’re going to 
double the deficit of this province,” I think is absolute 
folly. 

I draw to members’ attention again that it took 140 
years for us to reach the current cumulative deficit in this 
province and they are going to double it in the projected 
life of their government. I find that just so remarkable, it is 
almost beyond comment. I think it is the height of absolute 
folly. It is going to mortgage our future and restrict which- 
ever government is in power after the next election. Its 
options are going to be so very limited. 

_ When they have hard times like they have now, they 
should look very carefully at where that money is going. I 
really believe they had an opportunity to kickstart the 
economy, to plug into infrastructure development and cap- 
ital expenditure. That would really have done something 
positive and got men and women back to work. I think that 
opportunity has been missed. 

I would say with respect to my friends in the Conserva- 
tive Party who have put forward this resolution, I do not 
think they can say categorically that we are going to define 
what governments are going to do, as this resolution does. 
I think governments are required and have a responsibility 
to be flexible in terms of where their moneys are going to 
be spent. I find that problematic in the resolution that is 
before us. 
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As for the imposition of wage increases in the broader 
public sector in Ontario for a one-year period—the 2%—I 
think a rate tied to inflation is reasonable. I think people 
ought to at least hold their own in tough times. Although I 
agree with the concept that we have to control the expendi- 
ture in the public sector, there is a sense of equity and 
fairness, that people ought to be given the opportunity to 
hold their own, if not have any advances. I would agree 
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that we all have to tighten our belts a little bit and the 
public sector is no exception. I think holding it at inflation 
is reasonable. 

Item 3 on the resolution indicates that there would be a 
resolution to hold the government’s direct operating ex- 
penditures at last year’s levels. Again I find that somewhat 
restrictive. I do not know what the member for Etobicoke 
West, in drafting the resolution, meant by that. If he meant 
line-by-line, I would have difficulty. If he meant in global 
terms, I would agree with it conceptually and think that it 
is a valid point. I wish he were here to flesh that out a little 
bit, and upon his arrival he may be able to shed some light 
on that. 

Again I say that governments need to be able to re- 
spond and have the flexibility that is required of them to 
change from time to time. Throughout the course of a 
budget fiscal year, things will change. That is why we have 
supplementary budgets and interim supply. 

It is the responsibility of government. It is the responsi- 
bility that falls at a very difficult time on our friends oppo- 
site. I wish them well in these difficult times. I say again 
with respect to my friends in the Conservative Party, the 
member for Etobicoke West and our friend from Oakville 
South, that I understand where he is coming from on this, 
that getting control of spending is vital. It is absolutely 
essential. 

In summary, the resolution as worded is much too re- 
strictive in terms of the responsibilities and reality of gov- 
ernment. I think it has to have that opportunity to be 
flexible and to adapt to changing needs and changing cir- 
cumstances. We applaud the direction that this would take 
us, but I feel that on the specifics of the resolution, I could 
not in good conscience support this particular resolution. 


The Acting Speaker: Are there any other members 
who wish to participate? The member for S-D-G & East 
Grenville. 


Mr Villeneuve: Thank you very much, Madam 
Speaker. May I congratulate you on doing a masterful job 
this morning in opening the House for the first time in 
your capacity as the Acting Speaker. 

I rise to strongly support the resolution of my colleague 
the member for Etobicoke West. As you know, I come 
from eastern Ontario and I have to put on the record a few 
of the problems we are having. Some of them are very 
much related to cross-border shopping, which is being ad- 
dressed in this particular private member’s motion in that 
at least the government should recognize there is a major 
problem and that the major catalyst bringing Ontarians to 
New York state or to whatever state it might be on some of 
these border points is the cost of fuel and the taxation of 
fuel here in Ontario. That is a very, very major problem. 
We are in effect going through a tax revolution. I believe 
the people of Ontario are in-revolt and their revolt is being 
expressed by going to shop over in the US as opposed to 
shopping here in Ontario. That is very much a tax revolt. 

We, I think, are fairly competitive, or have been reason- 
ably competitive. The Tory task force that visited Ottawa and 
Comwall several weeks ago made some important points, 
particularly when a tax consultant in Ottawa is suggesting to 


businesses that a more appropriate and gentle climate for 
business would be found in Quebec as opposed to here in 
Ontario. We had a 10% tax advantage as residents of On- 
tario prior to 1985. We are now at a 5% disadvantage in 
comparison to the citizens of Quebec. Given that, with a 
foreseen budgetary deficit to total some $35 billion by 
1994, the climate for business can be nothing but negative 
and getting more negative. This is what my friend the 
member for Etobicoke West is addressing, and why he is 
attempting to get the government’s attention. 

I heard the parliamentary assistant to the Minister of 
Energy—and it is great to see the Minister of Energy here 
this morning—going to great lengths patting himself on 
the back, to the point where I was afraid he might break 
his arm. We hear the rhetoric that they want to clean the 
environment. We hear the rhetoric that they want to reduce 
the greenhouse effect. 

We know that ethanol as an additive to our fuel woul 
do exactly that. It is a renewable resource produced by our 
farmers, a product of distilled grain, and it would reduce 
by at least one third the greenhouse-effect emissions in 
today’s petroleum products. This must be addressed in the 
near future. It could replace 10% of the fuel that we now 
use and would reduce the very harmful emissions that 
MMT is causing now. 

Now back to eastern Ontario. In an attempt to get sev- 
erances, and this is becoming more and more of a problem, 
we have seen the Ministry of Agriculture and Food oppos- 
ing vehemently the construction of an arena on the out- 
skirts of the city of Ottawa, an arena that would take up 
approximately 100 acres of land. The government of On- 
tario is spending more than $1 million in attempting te 
fight and say to the owners of the new Ottawa hockey 
franchise, “You are not welcome in Ontario.” They are 
effectively telling them, “Why don’t you go elsewhere?” 

If we keep on sending businesses to the United States 
or to the province of Quebec, I say in all sincerity, “Will 
the last one in Ontario please shut off the lights.” That is 
what this government is doing. It is promoting entrepre- 
neurship to go elsewhere. I am for ever and always fight: 
ing to get severances on some very marginal land out ir 
rural Ontario where the municipality, the land owner—we 
have a willing purchaser, a willing vendor, and will be 
taking no agricultural land out of production at all. This is 
marginal land growing nothing but willows, shallow soil 
but because it happens to be in a so-called agricultural-des- 
ignated area, they are saying no. The bureaucrats are driv- 
ing by the properties, at best, and calling the shots from 
their ivory towers. No wonder lots are difficult to obtair 
and very expensive. They are artificially expensive be: 
cause of the bureaucratic requirement. 

Again, I am waiting from a call from Ministry of Agri- 
culture and Food on several severances for which I, as ¢ 
former real estate appraiser and as a farmer—I think | 
understand the problem to a good degree—am saying tc 
the bureaucrats, “For goodness’ sake, use common sense.’ 
In some instances they have looked at the wrong property 
and recommended that it not be allowed to have a store pu 
on it, for example. That is terrible. It is happening unde) 
our eyes, with the last recourse being common sense. The 


2165 


20 JUNE 1991 


bureaucracy is applied. They apply everything except 
‘common sense, and I cannot accept that. 

_ It is simply interfering with the normal course of busi- 
mess. I represent a large rural area, and no wonder our 
population is going down. The government in its so-called 
wisdom is discouraging the movement of people to these 
parts of Ontario where lots are affordable, where the qual- 
ity of life is excellent, but where the bureaucrats, in their 


so-called wisdom, stand in the way of progress. 
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_ This motion from my colleague the member for 
‘Etobicoke West is attempting to address this, the large def- 
icit that is not only forecast but will inevitably occur, prob- 
ably more than $35 billion of additional total debt to the 
province of Ontario by 1994. We do not like to sound 
negative, but it is a very real problem being addressed. I 
hope this government will recognize that indeed it cannot 
‘continue interfering with business and hope that taxpayers 
will continue to pay taxes, because they are moving and 
looking to moving and looking to not setting up new com- 
‘panies and new businesses here in Ontario. 

_ Iam not being negative; I am simply replying to ex- 
actly what I hear out in the areas that I represent. | tell 
‘members, one week from today they will see some Bay 
Street folks here very concerned. Who pays the taxes and 
who provides employment? I ask this government, who 
does provide employment? It is not governments. Do 
‘members know who these people will protect? They will 
protect people without jobs. That is terrible. They are tak- 
ing credit for that. 

Before I antagonize them too much—I think I have 
‘their attention; I hope they listen. This is a most important 
private member’s bill. Members saw fit to refuse and turn 
down my colleague the member for Cornwall’s private 
member’s bill two weeks ago. For goodness’ sake, mem- 
bers should reconsider, recognize there is a problem and 
do something about it. They are the government. 


Mr White: I would like to commend the member for 
Oakville South for his contribution. In fact, in deference to 
the member’s gentler, kindlier presentation, I have had to 
temper my own remarks. 
Our government believes in real investments in our 
provincial economy. To make our economy and to make us 
viable and competitive in the global economy of the 1990s 
and the 21st century, not only will we as a government be 
directly investing, but we will also be encouraging invest- 
ments by individuals and groups—investments in their 
own skills and their own work and their own communities. 
We do not hold some monolithic beliefs that only gov- 
ernment intervention should be encouraged. We believe 
‘that we have a whole economy, a mixed economy. The 
tesolution before us presumes that only private invest- 
ments are to be cherished and to be nurtured and that the 
only way in which those investments can be made is by 
stripping bare the essential fabric of our provincial econ- 
omy, the essential fabric of our communities. 
_ The resolution presumes that only those investments 
‘are important, but we have a responsibility. We have a 
‘tesponsibility which is clear in our budget in terms of 


economic investment. We also have a responsibility which 
is clear in terms of programs. Before us we have a serious 
situation. We have a situation where we have been frozen 
out by the federal government, where we, the industrial 
heartland of our country, are the only region which is not 
represented in terms of economic interest within the fed- 
eral cabinet. Somehow we have been neglected, we have 
been frozen out. 

The member’s resolution would say we should stay 
frozen, but we as a provincial government have a profound 
sense of our responsibility to deal with the economic re- 
cession that is in front of us. We are doing that through 
investment in infrastructure. We are doing that through 
investment in skills training, in helping people and fami- 
lies deal with the effects of recession through some social 
spending. Those are important investments, because we 
need to ride out this time and beyond that we need a vision 
for the 21st century. The members opposite would have us 
frozen, unable to deal with these issues. 

One issue I would tend to agree with them on is that of 
past spending habits. We have also been responsible eco- 
nomically, and we have been showing that day after day. 
Just yesterday we saw a bill introduced that would save us 
some $4 million or $5 million in the Ministry of Revenue. 
We have seen important, significant cuts in Health to trim 
expenses, to ensure the investments we make are proper 
investments and the most effective possible. We have also 
seen very significant efforts in Education and Revenue. 

We are showing how we can be responsible. We are 
not embarking on the overspending endeavours during 
boom times as we have seen in the past with the previous 
government. We are saying instead that we have to be able 
to be flexible, to make significant investments in difficult 
times. This is the worst of all possible times to be freezing. 
This is a time when we should be investing. This is a time 
when governments, people and businesses should be mak- 
ing significant investments to the best of our potential in 
our provincial economy. If we did not, the programs we 
can only now invest in would be unavailable to us in the 
future because those jobs would be lost. Those companies 
that are shutting down now are not coming back. The in- 
vestments we are making now have to be made now. There 
is no alternative. 

I would like to summarize by simply saying that we are 
being responsible both economically and socially and that 
this the worst of all possible times to freeze. I would also 
like to mention to the member that I do not think most 
people in Ontario would say the public servants of this 
province—the teachers, the educators, the doctors, the 
nurses, the public officials—are delivering poor service. | 
would think the member might want to consider those re- 
marks. Generally, most of his remarks I would commend, 
because I consider them to be coming from a genuine 
point of concern. 

I would like to summarize simply by repeating that we 
are being responsible. We do not have alternatives if we 
wish to have a viable economy into the 21st century. 

Mr Callahan: Having reviewed the resolution by my 
friend the member for Etobicoke West, I guess I could rise 
in the House and be very partisan and emphasize the fact 
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that prior to the government’s budget, the Conservative 
government went from a $7-billion deficit to a $30-billion 
deficit. However, the NDP government is going to get into 
the Guinness Book of World Records because its deficit 
will even be greater. 

Rather than be partisan, I would like to say that the big 
problem we have is that we run governments like it is our 
money. It is not; it is the taxpayers’ money. They work 
hard for it, as was said. It is paid for not just by the work- 
ers but by every citizen of Ontario. We have to spend that 
money wisely and in a way that we would have to do if we 
were out in the business world or in the real world, or even 
in a home. We cannot just say, “Because I still have 
cheques left, I must have money in the bank.” We have to 
approach it from the standpoint of using the money wisely, 
particularly in a time of recession such as we are going 
through now. 

The recession is twice as bad in Ontario. The recovery 
time for Ontario is probably twice as long. We are losing 
jobs at a record rate. It is suggested that some 226,000 jobs 
may be lost in this province. Think about it. Just take it 
down to the simple fact if you were in your home and you 
were in tough times; surely to heaven you would not go 
into strong deficit financing, because it would wreak havoc 
on the confidence of the family. That is exactly what we 
are doing in this province: We are wreaking havoc on the 
confidence of the family of Ontarians. 

Through this past budget, we have placed the equiva- 
lent of $1,000 on every man, woman and child in this 
province in terms of debt. We have mortgaged the future 
of this province. People looking from the outside, from the 
United States and other foreign jurisdictions, have to be 
worried about that. They have to be worried that this is not 
a fiscally responsible way to approach it. 
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Even though the Tories were the ones that created 
probably the largest deficit next to the one this government 
is creating, we do have to change our approach. I think that 
takes a collective effort on the part of all members of the 
Legislature. We can no longer simply respond to the 
groups that pressure us the most—an almost 6% increase 


for members of the public service, and pittances thrown to ~ 


other people; $1 billion in taxes increased through the bud- 
get—we have to look at it more responsibly and in a better 
way. 

Finally, in the standing committee on public accounts 
we are receiving some very important information from 
the Donwood and Bellwood clinics, telling us that we can 
come up with better ways to deal with the question of drug 
and alcohol abuse and to deal with it effectively in this 
province and in a much more cost-effective way. 

We are looking at taking a look at some of the facilities 
in the United States. But the Board of Internal Economy— 
I applaud it if the reason it took this approach was to try to 
have restraints on spending—would not allow us to even 
effectively carry out our mandate as the public accounts 
committee. So what are we doing? We are paying 
$500,000 to send some unfortunate young person to the 
United States where we could deal with an issue, and 
much more effectively here in this province, for about $7 
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million for the totality of people going to the Donwood or 
Bellwood clinics. | 

We require a reshuffling of money. It is not a question 
of taxing the taxpayers to death. What you do is you plan. 
and reshuffle your money wisely. Some of the money now 
being spent in education perhaps could be spent more 
wisely in identifying young people with learning disabili- 
ties before they get to the point where they are asocial. 

Some benefits could be given in the correctional sys- 
tem, rather than locking people up and passing legislation 
that may be politically sexy but providing no treatment or 
essentially very little treatment for people with drug and 
alcohol problems in our correctional system and simply 
having them in the revolving-door syndrome, coming back 
out equally as bad as when they went in, maybe a little 
dried out. 

We have to spend our money wisely. We have to place. 
it in the proper places. We can no longer be simply allocat- 
ing money because pressure group A is stronger than pres- 
sure group B. Someone has to control what is happening. 
It cannot be a matter of helping your friends—when you 
get into power, you help those people who are your 
friends, and then when another government gets into 
power, it helps its friends. 


Mr Hope: Words to the wise. 


Mr Callahan: Well, let me tell my friend, I am proud 
of the record of the Liberal government. They were able 
for the first time to reduce the accumulated deficit. They 
were able for the first time to come up with two budgets 
that had no deficit whatsoever. Granted, times were good 
when that happened, but still they were the first in history 
to have done that. That means that at least we were moving 
in the right direction. Unfortunately, the people of Ontario: 
are being taxed to death by the federal government; they 
are being taxed to death by every jurisdiction going. I 
think they said, “Enough is enough,” and we just happened 
to be the first live politicians to hit the bricks. They were 
really waiting for the Prime Minister but he would not call 
an election. We called it and, of course, they told us, up 
front, “We are tired of taxes, we are tired of seeing money 
being taken and the programs not being significant.” 

We were far more progressive in terms of the programs | 
we brought forward; some of them this government is wise 
enough to carry forward, but others it is just sort of shelv- 
ing, others it is just not introducing, and I suggest that this 
is not the way this House should work. I think we need a 
revamping of the system, and I will be debating that next. 
Thursday in private members’ hour. 

Parliament is an anachronism. It requires a total over- 
haul. It requires a situation where members in this Legisla- 
ture can act on the sacred trust that is given to them by| 
their taxpayers to ensure that the economy is sound and 
vibrant and that we do not continue to pour debt on to the 
children of the future. | 


Mr Stockwell: I would like to deal with the four 
points brought up on the order paper today and in order’ 
from the top. 

The first one I thought was rather reasonable, and it is 
pretty self-explanatory: “To impose a 2% cap on wage’ 
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increases in the broader public sector in Ontario for a one- 
year period.” It is not an extended length of time; it is for 
‘one year. Considering that everyone, including the Trea- 
‘surer, has conceded we are in a recession and the debt we 
are piling up this year is record-setting—no one would 
debate the fact that it is record-setting—it seemed reason- 
able to me, probably very reasonable to the private sector, 
probably equally reasonable to those people who have lost 
their jobs, probably very reasonable to those people who 
did not get any pay increase at all, probably very reason- 
fable to those people who operate retail stores in border 
‘communities, probably very reasonable to any of those 
people that a 2% cap on a wage increase did not seem to 
‘be much of a hardship for the bureaucracy to accept. 

We were not saying, “No increase.” We were not say- 
ing, “You’re losing your job.” We were not saying, “We’re 
going to hold the line for four or five years.” We are say- 
ing, “For one year, considering there’s a recession, consid- 
ering that it’s difficult for the private sector, for ordinary 
citizens, for taxpayers to get by, maybe you’d consider 
taking 2%.” It does not seem that unreasonable. But that is 
dismissed out of hand. The suggestion is made by the gov- 
ernment, from the cabinet ministers to the seals, that it 
would be attacking the bureaucracy. I do not believe that is 
the case. In fact, I have talked to many people who work 
for the government and they have said, “It’s unreasonable 
for us to expect an increase of 6% this year, when every- 
one else is suffering.” They found it very difficult to de- 
fend to the people they were talking to. 

The second point is “to establish a budget stabilization 
fund to be financed through the allocation of any in-year 
revenue windfalls.” That is very self-explanatory again. 
Rather than being caught again in a position where the 
government would have to absorb a $9.7-billion debt in 
one year, it adopts a budget stabilization fund. Some of the 
members across the floor and some of the members on this 
side of the House have come from municipal councils. It is 
a very acceptable accounting function at municipal levels 
to adopt budget stabilization funds. They are called reserve 
funds. Those reserve funds are used during rainy days or 
possibly during periods when there is large economic 
growth and there have to be major infrastructures built. 
Those budget stabilization funds are used to offset the tax 
hike in a particular year. 

We know about windfall profits from last year, the $1 
billion or so increase in PIT. Why could we not take that 
‘money, rather than simply applying it to general revenue, 
when the government never expected to have it anyway, 
and put it in the budget stabilization fund? That is good, 
solid fiscal management. That kind of fiscal management 
makes for profitable, prosperous companies. That is not an 
unreasonable request; it is a request that probably all 
‘members’ municipalities operate under, all sound busi- 
messes operate under, but not the province of Ontario, 
which considers it radical and without merit. It seems 
rather silly to me it is considered without merit. 

Point 3 was “to hold its own direct operating expendi- 
tures at last year’s levels.” That is called a recession. We 
know this government is recession-proof. We know it does 
‘not even know there is a recession going on. We know 
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when it gives 6% increases it does not even know that 
people are losing their jobs. We know they do not under- 
stand that people are getting held at the same rate as last 
year, that programs are being slashed in the private sector, 
that jobs are being lost. All we are suggesting is that when 
the government has program growth, it just hold the line 
for one year again. The private sector does it, other prov- 
inces are doing it and municipalities are doing it. What 
makes this government so special, so high and mighty that 
it cannot even look at reductions, restraints or cost-saving 
measures? It is unbelievable irresponsibility. 

I bring these forward to make this government vote 
against them, to force its hand. When it goes back to the 
electorate and the electorate says, “Why weren’t these con- 
sidered good ideas in your caucus?” I want to see the 
government members fumble around like hopelessly inept 
dancers, and their seal-like barks will not be considered 
too valuable in their own municipalities. 

To implement a program freeze is another acceptable 
approach during recessionary times everywhere except 
here, because the whole world is wrong except the Ontario 
socialists. 


[Applause] 


Mr Stockwell: They applaud this. Their socialist 
friends in France are wrong. Their socialist friends in east- 
ern Europe are wrong. Their socialist friends in Ottawa do 
not want to have anything to do with this budget and their 
spending because they are embarrassed. It is rather humor- 
ous. Audrey knows how to do the moonwalk. That is what 
we are seeing, the moonwalk from the federal leader of the 
New Democratic Party. 
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The Acting Speaker: Would the member for 
Etobicoke West like to wrap up his speech for the last two 
minutes of his time? 

Mr Hope: Wrap up, will you? 

Mr Stockwell: I am going to wrap up. I do not think 
these are the kind of recommendations that would be that 
difficult to accept. They are being accepted right across 
this country by governments. They are being accepted by 
municipal governments right across this country and in 
this province. They are being accepted by businesses large 
and small. They are being accepted by families at their 
kitchen table when they are working out their accounts and 
they realize they have to cut back during a recession. 


Mr Hope: The workers, not the corporations. Look at 
what the bosses get paid. 


The Acting Speaker: The member for Chatham-Kent 
will come to order, please. 


Mr Stockwell: This request comes forward in the tru- 
est sense, in the sense that these are the kind of measures 
needed during recessionary times. This is the kind of help 
the taxpayer in this province is looking for. The taxpayer 
in this province is not looking for 13.4% increases in 
spending. The taxpayer is not looking for $9.7-billion defi- 
cits. The taxpayer in this province is not looking for a 
government to double its debt in four years when it took 
125 years to accumulate. 
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The taxpayers in this province are looking for a break. 
They are not looking for a break from the socialists, which 
means—hopefully in their case—that everyone in Ontario 
would end up on welfare, thereby guaranteeing their re- 
election. What these people are looking for is a govern- 
ment that will allow them to compete, and to compete they 
must have the ability to produce. With this budget, by not 
adopting guidelines such as this, they have not allowed the 
people in the province to compete. 

They are so out of touch with the people that they do 
not understand that the people are opposed to this ap- 
proach. They would like the government to adopt this kind 
of alternative budgeting. In four years, I doubt it is going 
to have official party status. 


EMPLOYMENT STANDARDS AMENDMENT ACT 
(NOTICE OF TERMINATION), 1991 


LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI 
SUR LES NORMES D’EMPLOI EN CE QUI A TRAIT AU 
PREAVIS DE LICENCIEMENT 


The Acting Speaker (Mrs Haslam): Mr Dadamo has 
moved second reading of Bill 116. 

Motion agreed to. 

La motion est adopteé. 


Bill ordered for committee of the whole House. 


Le projet de loi est déféré au comité plénier de la 
Chambre. 
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GOVERNMENT SPENDING | 


The House divided on Mr Stockwell’s motion, which | 
was negatived on the following vote: 


Ayes-13 | 


Arnott, Callahan, Carr, Cordiano, Cunningham, 
Fawcett, Jordan, McLean, Murdoch, B., Runciman, Ster- 
ling, Stockwell, Turnbull. 


Nays-36 


Boyd, Buchanan, Carter, Christopherson, Cooper, 
Dadamo, Duignan, Fletcher, Frankford, Gigantes, Haeck, 
Hansen, Harrington, Hayes, Hope, Huget, Jamison, John- 
son, Klopp, Lessard, MacKinnon, Mammoliti, Martin, 
Mills, O’Connor, Owens, Perruzza, Silipo, Sutherland, 
Ward, B., Ward, M., Wessenger, White, Wilson, G., Wise- 
man, Wood. : 


The House recessed at 1214. 
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AFTERNOON SITTING 


The House resumed at 1330. 
MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 


CARABRAM 


Mr Callahan: In Brampton, balmy summer breezes 
on the first long weekend of summer mark the beginning 
of Carabram, Brampton’s multicultural festival. For three 
fun-filled days, 5, 6 and 7 July 1991, the great city of 


Brampton and many, many visitors from other parts of the 
province will experience the magic of Carabram. People 
have an opportunity to savour the sights, tastes and sounds 
of this year’s 17 countries without even leaving Brampton. 
It is probably the most successful multicultural festival in 
Canada. There are some 2,500 volunteers and I applaud 
them. 

I am sorry to say I will not be able to invite members to 
a special kickoff which we have held for five years here, 
since the Premier and the Minister of Citizenship would 
not respond to letters or telephone calls, nor provide a few 
dollars to allow people to see these people from my com- 
munity down here at Queen’s Park. In any event, I invite 
each and every member to attend one of the most success- 
ful, if not the most successful, multicultural festivals held 
every year. 
We will continue to hold it, and perhaps next year the 
Treasurer and the Premier and the Minister of Citizenship 
will find the goodness in their hearts to really support 
multiculturalism. Perhaps they will provide a little bit of an 
effort here at Queen’s Park to allow members the opportu- 
nity to see some of the participants in Carabram in person, 
to talk to them, to enjoy them and perhaps to emulate that 
multicultural activity in other parts of the province. 


EVENTS IN LANARK 


Mr Jordan: Mr Speaker, 1991 is a very special year 
for the town of Perth and the county of Lanark, which 
form a major part of my riding, Lanark-Renfrew. 

It was 175 years ago that Scottish settlers established 
themselves along the banks of the Tay River and made 
Perth their home. The town has been a pillar of strength in 
eastern Ontario and draws visitors from far and wide be- 
cause of its people, its heritage, its charm and its markets. 

The Perth Come on Home Corp will be welcoming 
former residents and all visitors throughout the year, but it 
has highlighted 14 to 21 July as the big celebration. Events 
such as an international grand prix featuring Perth’s own 
world equestrian champion, Ian Millar, along with an in- 
ternational fastball tournament, parades, concerts and an- 
tique boat shows will highlight the activities. We are 
pleased the Premier of Ontario has accepted our invitation 
to participate in these celebrations. 

The county of Lanark, also rich with history, will be 
150 years old. From Maberly and Perth to Carleton Place, 
Almonte and Pakenham, there will be celebrations all 
along the way. Again, it is the people who will make the 
difference. 


| 
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The separated town of Smiths Falls will kick off the 
celebrations with its own contribution on the weekend of 
28 June to 1 July, and we have in the members’ gallery 
today some students from St Francis de Sales School in 
Smiths Falls, representing the graduating class of grade 8. 


WINDSOR-DETROIT INTERNATIONAL FREEDOM 
FESTIVAL 

Mr Dadamo: I would like to take a few seconds to 
say thank you to the opposition members who this morn- 
ing supported Bill 116 dealing with the Employment Stan- © 
dards Act and plant closure legislation. 

I would like to take this opportunity to inform mem- 
bers of the Legislature about North America’s largest inter- 
national summer festival, the Windsor-Detroit 
International Freedom Festival, which begins tomorrow 
and carries on until 4 July. 

The festival began in 1959 as a joint celebration of 
Canada Day and the American Fourth of July. In its 33- 
year history the festival has grown into a two-week extrav- 
aganza that attracts over three million annually. This 
festival is a celebration of the freedom and friendship 
shared by the USA and Canada, incorporating the two na- 
tional holidays. 

Most of the festivities take place along the Detroit 
River, which is the border between Windsor and Detroit. 
The Canadian portion of the festivities is located on the 
grounds of Windsor’s beautiful waterfront parks. To start 
the festival’s official opening, the freedom bell rings out in 
Dieppe Park on 21 June, followed by the lighting of a huge 
freedom torch and then a friendly tug of war over the 
Detroit River. 

Canada’s birthdate as a nation, 1 July, will open with 
the Canada Day parade, which has as its theme this year 
“Peace for All Nations.” That will be followed by a family 
picnic. 

I encourage members of the Legislature who could be 
in the area to participate in these festivities celebrating 
peace, freedom and friendship. 


SHIPBUILDING INDUSTRY 


Mr Bradley: The government of Canada is in the 
final stages of consideration of the awarding of a $450- 
million contract to construct 12 minesweepers for the 
navy. Over the years, Port Weller Dry Docks, owned and 
operated by Canadian Shipbuilding and Engineering Ltd 
of St Catharines, has not received its fair share of contracts 
from the federal government, despite the fact that this 
shipbuilding facility is first class, the workforce is highly 
skilled, competent and reliable, and the designing engi- 
neers are among the best in the world. 

In the midst of a recession which is the worst since the 
1930s, at a time when the impact of free trade and the 
fiscal and tax policies of the federal and provincial govern- 
ments are hindering business activity and competitiveness 
in Ontario, and in an era of great difficulty for the ship- 
building industry on the Great Lakes, the government of 
Canada should award this contract to a facility with a good 
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reputation for reliability of price and performance and one 
which requires a shot in the arm to maintain its essential 
long-term presence in the Great Lakes region. That com- 
pany is Canadian Shipbuilding and Engineering and that 
facility is Port Weller Dry Docks in St Catharines. Em- 
ployment would be provided, high-quality ships would be 
built to defend our shores and an important industry would 
survive a devastating recession. 

The Premier, the Treasurer and the Minister of Indus- 
try, Trade and Technology should all use all of their per- 
suasive power to convince the federal government to 
support this Ontario industry. 


ECONOMIC POLICY 


Mr Carr: I am concerned for the workers in the busi- 
ness sector of my riding of Oakville South, and indeed all 
of Ontario. They are forced to work harder to cope with 
the current government’s policies and the future of their 
companies than with increasing business and employment. 

Procor is a major Canadian rail lessor, supplying and 
maintaining rail cars for industry. It is extremely con- 
cerned because the Ontario provincial taxation policies 
have made Ontario a relatively undesirable place to con- 
tinue its business compared to the United States, Alberta or 
Quebec. Ontario’s income tax is the most non-competitive 
in Canada and Ontario tax is applied to the largest portion 
of the company’s income. Procor is under extreme pres- 
sure from the competition outside of Ontario. 

A. G. Simpson is also feeling the pressure under the 
NDP policy. This privately held company that manufac- 
tures and supplies components to the automotive industry 
has six plants in Ontario. If the proposals of the Labour 
Relations Reform Act, along with the reforms of the Em- 
ployment Standards Act, are enacted, they will have severe 
negative consequences in terms of employment and future 
investment. 

We need a long-term plan to restore competitiveness 
and remove the pressure on our businesses to relocate. We 
need a more prudent taxing and government spending 
agenda and a consistent policy framework that looks be- 
yond quick fixes and long-term deficits. 


SENIOR CITIZENS 


Mr Malkowski: As members are aware, my riding 
has the second-largest number of senior citizens in Can- 
ada, second only to Victoria, BC. I am pleased to rise to 
inform the House today of a significant effort to assist the 
seniors of York East to access government and community 
services. 

Over the last month, my staff have been working on a 
booklet entitled the East York Seniors Information Hand- 
book. This booklet will supplement the Guide for Senior 
Citizens produced by the Ministry of Citizenship and the 
Office for Senior Citizens’ Affairs. Together these booklets 
will make it easier for seniors in my riding to obtain the 
services they need. 

The East York Seniors Information Handbook will be 
available later this summer for residents of the riding. The 
response to this work from the community has been very 
enthusiastic, I must say, and we are now looking at ways to 
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identified. 
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SOFT DRINK CONTAINERS 


Mr McClelland: The Minister of the Environment, 
who is a dear friend, has evidently mastered the art of 
avoiding ministerial responsibility. I am surprised, quite 
frankly. In response to my very direct question yesterday 
on whether or not the minister intended to carry through 
on her promise to enforce the 30% refillable quota, she 
responded by saying that this was not her responsibility 
but the responsibility of the investigations and enforce- 
ment branch of her ministry. 

I recall quite clearly her speech last fall to the Recycl- 
ing Council of Ontario in which she unequivocally stated 
that it was her intention to enforce the 30% sales in refill- 
able containers. She stated “I will.” That was her responsi- 
bility and her intention. 

Now when it comes time for enforcement, when it 
comes time to carry through on the hard stand she took in 
the fall, it is no longer her responsibility but instead is the 
responsibility of one of the departments in her ministry. 

We still do not know what the intentions of the minis- 
ter are. Does she intend to maintain and enforce the 30% 
regulation or is it her opinion, as stated to the media, that 
“enforcement alone is not going to solve the problem”? 

If it is not the minister’s intention to enforce this regu- 
lation as she had previously stated, she should inform this 
House of the changes she is making to the regs. She may 
also want to inform the House of the outcome of the work- 
shop she conducted yesterday with the waste reduction 
advisory committee, representatives of the soft drink in- 
dustry, labour and environmental groups on this very issue. 

If the minister is going to reverse her position and does 
not intend to carry through on the promises she has per- 
sonally made, the people of this province have the right to 
know. Backroom deals are not acceptable any more; in this 
case, they cannot be tolerated. | 


GREY ASSOCIATION FOR DEVELOPMENT 
AND GROWTH 

Mr B. Murdoch: Today the Grey Association for De- 
velopment and Growth felt it was necessary to come to 
Toronto and hold a press conference to express its con- 
cerns about the heavy-handed manner in which this gov- 
ernment is dealing with municipal councils in Grey. | 

These people feel that the latest example of loss of 
local control was the order given to them by the Minister 
of Municipal Affairs, which, if carried out, will effectively 
stop all development in the county. They also cite the issue 
of the Niagara Escarpment Commission, which in their 
view is the least democratic body in the province and one 
which consistently abuses its mandate. 

As well, they feel their democratic rights are threatened 
by the Ministry of Natural Resources, which has now de- 
cided that it and it alone will identify areas of natural and 
scientific interest on private property, with no legislative 
approval or owner awareness and consent. ) 

The association raised the matters of the unpopular 
county restructuring scheme, misuse by various ministries 
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of the Ontario Municipal Board, the Minister of the Envi- 
ronment reversing decisions made by her own staff, and 
several other examples of the lack of democracy shown by 
this government. 

_ These people, and over 200 supporters outside the 
building, made this trip because they care deeply about 
individual rights and freedoms. They are serving notice to 
‘this government that they will not accept the dictatorship 
they see coming to the province as a whole. These people 
believe they should be consulted, their concerns listened to 
and their voices heard. If not, these people will fight. They 
will not give in. 


CALVIN PARK PUBLIC LIBRARY 


Mr G. Wilson: I had the pleasure of attending the 
25th anniversary of the Calvin Park Public Library in 
Kingston last week. I was pleased not only because the 
essential service the public library provides the community 
deserves to be celebrated, but also because for the past 12 
years my family and I have visited Calvin Park nearly 
every week. 

Like all public libraries, Calvin Park has a collection of 
material that provides information and entertainment for 
all members of the family. We have used books and maga- 
zines to help us replace the water heater, repair bicycles 
and renovate rooms. Our daughters have been read to since 
infancy from books from the children’s section and now 
avidly read on their own from the great variety of material 
they find in the library. And many of the activities around 
our house are done to the accompaniment of music from 
Calvin Park’s cassette collection. 

With 52,000 items in its holdings, confusion would 
reign were it not for the capable staff of the library. Indeed, 
the staff bring the collection to life as they help patrons 
find what they need. Members will be familiar with this 
type of service through their experience with the staff in 
the legislative library. I am sure they will agree with me 
that library workers provide an essential service. 

Calvin Park has evolved to include a book club, the 
Kingston Heritage Quilters and the Read-Write Literacy 
Centre. The last organization will ensure wider access to 
the benefits of libraries, a goal we can all support. 

IT commend Pat Little, chair of the library board, and 
her fellow trustees; Lynn Jordan, new chief librarian in 
Kingston; Stella Carney and her staff at Calvin Park and 
the citizens of Kingston. With music by Quartessence and 
Paddy Stewart, good food and refreshment, they cele- 
brated the anniversary in style. As a co-operative effort, 
libraries are a cornerstone of our democratic culture. 

| VISITORS 

__ The Speaker: I invite all members to welcome to our 
assembly this afternoon, seated in the Speaker’s gallery, a 
member of the Legislative Assembly of British Columbia, 
‘Anne Edwards. 

Also seated in the gallery is a member from the Legis- 
lative Assembly of Alberta, Jerry Doyle. 

_ Finally, seated also in the gallery today, Mieczyslaw 
Gil, member of Parliament, the parliamentary leader of 
Solidarity, Poland. 


REPORT ON DISCLOSURE OF INFORMATION 


The Speaker: I beg to inform the House that I have 
today laid upon the table the Report on the Disclosure of 
Information in the Legislative Assembly of Ontario on 
April 18, 1991, by the former Minister of Health Evelyn 
Gigantes, MPP. 


ANNUAL REPORT, OFFICE OF THE OMBUDSMAN 


The Speaker: I beg to inform the House I have today 
also laid upon the table the annual report of the Ombuds- 
man for the period 1 April 1990 to 31 March 1991. 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 


WORKER OWNERSHIP PROGRAM 


Hon Mr Laughren: I would like to inform the mem- 
bers of the Legislature of the government’s intention to 
introduce a new program to help Ontario’s companies and 
workers respond to the challenges of the 1990s. 

During the past few months, I have spoken with busi- 
ness and labour representatives about the current state of 
the economy. We are all aware that the Ontario economy is 
undergoing fundamental restructuring as a result of chang- 
ing markets and growing international competition. To 
meet these new economic challenges, businesses need bet- 
ter access to sources of capital and employees need to be 
full partners in both the decision-making process and the 
opportunities that are being created. It is clear that new 
partnerships are required to ensure that employees and em- 
ployers can work together to help Ontario companies keep 
pace with these economic realities. 

The government of Ontario is prepared to introduce tax 
incentives that will encourage investments by workers in 
Ontario businesses to support these new partnerships. We 
will also be pursuing with the federal government ways in 
which this program can complement the existing labour- 
sponsored venture capital corporation legislation. 

The proposal I am outlining today will provide workers 
with the opportunity to invest in their own and other com- 
panies and provide businesses with access to equity capital 
to modernize or restructure their operations. This program 
will consist of two parts. The first will provide a tax credit 
of 20% to workers contributing to labour-sponsored funds 
that invest in small and medium-sized businesses, and the 
second will provide enhanced tax credits to workers in- 
vesting solely in their employers’ corporation. 

Worker ownership programs, combined with partici- 
pating workplace organizations, are known to increase 
productivity. In addition, they can promote job creation 
and maintenance, stabilize local economies and improve 
labour-management relations. We are committed to creat- 
ing the conditions where government, labour, business and 
other members of the community will come together to 
find solutions that work best for Ontario. 

To encourage this, I will be releasing a discussion 
paper and draft legislation this summer which will outline 
details of this program. I hope all interested parties will 
take part in this consultation and I look forward to receiv- 
ing their views and comments this summer. Following this 
review, I hope to implement the program later this year. 
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Ontario’s success in meeting the challenges of the 
1990s will depend on the ability of business, labour and 
government, working together, to increase the flexibility of 
our economy and its supporting institutions. Sustainable 
prosperity is possible only if everyone believes they will 
be full participants in economic and social change and will 
share the benefits of this participation. We believe this new 
program will be a strong step in meeting this challenge, 
and I am pleased and proud to be announcing it today. 


1350 
AFFORDABLE HOUSING 


Hon Mr Cooke: Today I am pleased to give members 
details about a new housing program that was announced 
in the budget of 29 April—the creation of an additional 
10,000 non-profit and co-operative homes across Ontario. 
These homes will be created under the Ontario non-profit 
housing program, which will provide an estimated 10,000 
person-years of employment in the construction industry 
and related sectors. 

The Ontario non-profit housing program offers some 
significant changes from the previous non-profit housing 
programs. 

First, we will require sponsors to make a minimum of 
50% of the units in each project available to needy house- 
holds. This replaces the current ministry requirement of 
40% rent-geared-to-income units. I am pleased to report 
that the projects we have approved devote, on average, 
70% to 80% of their units to families or individuals in 
varying degrees of need. As before, the remainder of the 
units will be rented at market rates, with no income ceiling 
for tenants, so that people can live in well-integrated com- 
munities with a healthy social and economic mix. 

Second, priority will be given to sponsors who can 
start construction quickly so that construction-related jobs 
are created and affordable housing is built as soon as pos- 
sible. In addition, priority will be given to groups who 
donate land, services and/or funding to share in the cost of 
providing social housing. This will reduce the government 
subsidy and save taxpayers’ dollars. 

A third feature is that new construction will account for 
about 80% of the units. Acquisition and rehabilitation of 
existing buildings will account for the remaining 20%. I 
would add that these numbers are targets. We will assess 
each proposal on its own merit. 

I know many members of the House are interested in 
the status of the Homes Now program. I would like to say 
a few words about its progress. As members are aware, the 
previous government announced that 30,000 non-profit 
and co-operative housing units would be provided under 
Homes Now. As of 31 May 1991, 14,000 units have been 
committed. When this government came to power, we dis- 
covered that little more than 3,000 units had been commit- 
ted. It was obvious that most projects would not meet the 
program’s 31 March 1991 approval deadline. The rescue 
of the Homes Now program was the first thing we did, by 
extending the approval date to 30 September. 

The second thing we did was to streamline the Homes 
Now approval process for some non-profit housing sponsors. 
We knew there were a number of non-profit and co-operative 


housing sponsors who would be able to start construction 
within a month or two if they had an allocation under 
Homes Now. However, to make this happen the Ministry 
of Housing would have to accelerate some parts of the 
approvals process. To get these units to the construction 
phase as quickly as possible, that is just what we did. To 
date, we have identified 2,800 units which will proceed 
under this quick-start approach, and that is over and above 
the 14,000 units I have already mentioned. 

That approach will have several beneficial effects. It 
will stimulate the construction industry and it will allow 
sponsors and government to take advantage of the lower 
development costs reflected in today’s recessionary mar- 
ket. As members can see, we are doing all we can to pull 
out the stops and reach the Homes Now target. 

Under the Ontario non-profit housing program and 
with the changes in the existing Homes Now program, the 
ministry will increase the stock of affordable non-profit 
and co-operative housing across this province, and at the 
same time we will be creating thousands of urgently 
needed jobs in the building sector. 


FISH AND WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT 


Hon Mr Wildman: I am releasing today for public 
comment a report which will assist our government in im- 
plementing a new strategy for wildlife in Ontario. The 
report, entitled Looking Ahead: A Wild Life Strategy for 
Ontario, was prepared by the Wildlife Working Group, 
which was appointed in 1989 by the previous government. 

This report begins the process of developing and im- 
plementing a new approach to wildlife management in On- 
tario. We are at the crossroads of wildlife management and 
protection in Ontario. It is important that we take care for 
our wildlife resources now and in the future. Our wildlife 
resources are under tremendous pressure because of in- 
creasing land use activities and because Ontarians differ in. 
their interests and objectives with respect to the values and 
use of wildlife. The challenge in re-examining our current 
wildlife management program is to work with the public to’ 
take greater care of the natural environment in order to 
ensure the sustainability of our wildlife resources. 

Looking Ahead: A Wild Life Strategy for Ontario ap- 
proaches wildlife protection and management in Ontario 
from an ecosystem perspective, which is reflected in the 
goals, objectives and a number of strategies and associated 
recommendations contained in the report. 

The working group recommends that the goal of pro- 
vincial wildlife strategy be a diversity of healthy ecosys- 
tems and associated wildlife populations and habitats 
which provide sustained social, cultural and economic 
benefits for all people. The group recommends that this 
goal be attained by meeting four objectives: maintaining 
biodiversity; rehabilitating degraded systems; treating all 
wildlife in a responsible and respectful manner; and attain- 
ing widespread appreciation of the importance of wildlife 
and healthy ecosystems. 

The Wildlife Working Group’s report is being made 
available for public comment. There will be a 90-day pub- 
lic review period during which I invite all Ontarians to share 
their views. The ministry will also hold public meetings: 
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sacross the province during September and October, and 
‘members of the public may complete a questionnaire on 
‘the report, which will be available shortly. 

_ In addition, and in an effort to ensure that wildlife laws 
keep pace with evolving wildlife management and protec- 
tion requirements, I propose to introduce amendments to 
‘the Game and Fish Act this fall, which will take effect in 
the interim period until this House enacts a new wildlife 
act. 

I would like to thank the 11 members of the Wildlife 
Working Group for their dedication and commitment. Dr 
‘David Fowle is the chair of the committee and he is here 
with us in the gallery. 

I would also like to thank all those who attended the 
workshops, interviews and discussions conducted by the 
working group, as well as those who wrote letters or tele- 
phoned to share their views. Our goal is that all current and 
future initiatives for wildlife be undertaken with the con- 
tinuing consent and active participation of Ontario resi- 
dents. Working together, I believe we can make a 
difference in the kind of natural environment we enjoy 
today and which Ontarians can continue to enjoy as we 
move into the 21st century. 


RESPONSES 


WORKER OWNERSHIP PROGRAM 


Mr Nixon: I wish to comment on the Treasurer’s an- 
‘nouncement, since it resembles quite closely the enactment 
passed by the Legislature in 1989, which, as I recall it, 
provided a $600 maximum incentive for workers to invest 
either in their own company or in other companies. 

I was interested to see the president of the United 
Steelworkers of America, Leo Gerard, urging the employ- 
ees at Algoma to give over $3 an hour of their pay for four 
months. As nearly as I can figure that out, it would be 
about $1,500. If the minister’s promise is carried forward, 
it would mean that each of those workers would get a tax 
credit of about $300, which is just about half of what was 
envisaged in the legislation that is already on the law 

books of the province. 

It is not as generous perhaps as one would have 

thought, since the Treasurer and the president of the Steel- 
workers belong to the same party, if the Treasurer will 
permit me to say that. As a matter of fact, Mr Gerard is the 
vice-president of the party. 
_ There is a line here that interests me, the very last line 
on the first page: “The second will provide enhanced tax 
credits to workers investing solely in their employers’ cor- 
poration.” In other words, it is 20% for some but enhanced 
for others, so it is quite possible the Treasurer is thinking 
of something somewhat more generous than the $300 that 
is basically a part of the announcement. We will look for- 
ward to his working paper and to studying it with a good 
deal of interest. 
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AFFORDABLE HOUSING 


Ms Poole: Our caucus welcomes the announcement 
today by the Minister of Housing that he is proceeding 
| with the program of 10,000 units announced in the budget. 


Now is the time to build. Every member in this House 
should believe that, not only because now is the time when 
we need to create those jobs and save our construction 
industry but also because now is the best time when we 
can get good value for our taxpayer dollars in the building 
industry. 

Day after day, since last October when this government 
was elected, I have come into his House and I have anx- 
iously awaited the announcement of the 20,000 homes that 
it promised in its campaign speeches. It did not come. Day 
after day I kept coming in, but then the budget came in two 
months ago and I thought, “Aha, it’s coming,” or at least 
half of it, 10,000. Day after day I came in and again antici- 
pated the minister would make it. 


Finally, today, all my innermost fantasies have been 
realized and the minister has proceeded. But it is not all 
good news. I am disappointed that the minister is still play- 
ing with numbers and with words, because the minister has 
to admit he is not building the 10,000 new non-profit units 
he promised. He is building 8,000. That is what it says 
right in his own announcement. 

The minister talks with pride about committing 14,000 
units under the Homes Now program, but quite frankly he 
knows as well as I know that 99% of the Homes Now 
units had been allocated long before this government ever 
came into power. I wish the minister would be fair and 
recognize that fact. 

I am very glad to see that the Minister of Housing has 
decided to speed up the processes within the Ministry of 
Housing. That will really be quite helpful. But I also hope 
he will use his powers as Minister of Municipal Affairs to 
make sure that the planning process under the Planning 
Act is also speeded up and that the ministry will get tough 
with municipalities that will not co-operate. That is going 
to be very important. 

Finally, I am delighted that the minister has a quick 
start approach so that we will get some of those units built 
now, but let’s not forget to monitor them to make sure we 
are spending those taxpayers’ dollars wisely and well. 


We commend the minister for his announcement. I do 
hope he will take my words of advice to heart and will 
make sure that other processes are speeded up so we can 
get help for the industry and get it now. 


FISH AND WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT 


Mr Elston: With respect to the member for Algoma’s 
announcement, Looking Ahead: A Wild Life Strategy for 
Ontario of course was begun under the auspices of the 
member who was previously the Minister of Natural Re- 
sources, the member for Fort William, and has finally 
come for reply. 

I wonder if it might not be of interest to all of us to 
ensure that there is a 90-day consultation period that is 
effective and that there is going to be a fair bit of distribu- 
tion of information about the agreements to be made 
among the various parties that will be responsible for man- 
aging wildlife in Ontario. 

While we look forward to the new initiatives here to 
protect wildlife in general, I think the new plans of other 
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debates and other negotiations must also be available for 
the people to comment about. 


WORKER OWNERSHIP PROGRAM 


Mr Stockwell: The Treasurer tells us today (a) that he 
has an intention, (b) that he is prepared to introduce it, (c) 
that he is outlining a proposal, (d) that he will be pursuing, 
(e) that he will be releasing, (f) that he will have consulta- 
tions on and (g) that he hopes to implement. I thank the 
Treasurer for not confusing us with too many details. 


AFFORDABLE HOUSING 


Mr Tilson: I would like to respond to the statement of 
the Minister of Housing. There is no question the Minister 
of Housing and this party certainly do have one area in 
common, and that of course is that there is a need for 
assisting the needy in this province. There are a large num- 
ber of people who certainly cannot afford the housing they 
already have. 

Having said that, as usual, he has his priorities all 
wrong. The taxpayers certainly know that the government 
has destroyed the private housing market in this province 
and that it is on the verge of creating the slums of Ontario 
with Bill 4 and Bill 121, as a result of the government’s 
policies. The taxpayers are becoming increasingly annoyed 
with the government’s policies of destroying the housing 
market in this province. 

The minister talks of the province creating new jobs 
with this announcement he has made today. He has not 
even begun to restore the jobs and the contracts that were 
lost by Bill 4 and that will continue to be lost by Bill 121. 
They have not even begun. His statement is a sham. The 
- minister has said that 50% of all units would be available 
to needy households. He has not defined what “needy” is 
He knows that thousands of tenants in this province who 
are paying very little rent already cannot even afford the 
increases. They cannot afford the rent they are already 
paying. 

The minister is telling the people of this province 
where they are going to live and: “If you don’t like it, 
tough. You live where we say and that’s that.” That is not 
the way to help the needy in this province. 

Knowing that the construction of government housing 
in this province is far more expensive than private enter- 
prise construction—those facts have been given to him 
over and over—the minister continues to increase the con- 
struction of new, government-run housing. He has created 
a new black hole in this province for the taxpayer, and that 
is housing. 

Why is the government pursuing the spending of mil- 
lions of taxpayers’ dollars on what I assume this statement 
has included, co-op developments—he has not said it spe- 
cifically, but I assume it includes co-op developments— 
when they cannot even be filled? There are vacancies in 
both the Durham and Toronto regions. The co-op policy of 
this government is simply a make-work project for the 
NDP government, for its favourite architects, its favourite 
engineers and its socialist contractors. 

Taxpayers cannot afford the government’s plans to 
build more co-op units when each low-income family unit 


costs the taxpayer $2,000 a month. Someone who has an 
income of about $60,000 still has a taxpayer subsidy of 
about $1,000 per month. The co-op groups are now in 
competition with private enterprise. The taxpayers will not 
stand for this government subsidizing slack socialists re- 
ceiving taxpayer handouts. Why in the world are we get- 
ting into more non-profit housing and co-op housing when 
there is a glut in the housing market already? 


ORAL QUESTIONS 


JOB SECURITY 


Mr Nixon: I have a question of the Treasurer. He will 
have heard that the Minister for International Trade for 
Canada announced this morning that he was vetoing the 
proposal for the sale of de Havilland to European interests. 
That means the 5,000 jobs at de Havilland are once again 
very much in danger of being lost. The Treasurer will 
know that the leader of the government has indicated pre- 
viously that he would take whatever steps necessary to 
safeguard the jobs. 

The Minister of Northern Development announced 
yesterday, without any details, that the jobs at Kapuskasing 
were going to be protected by some sort of process 
whereby a worker buyout would be supported and these 
antiquated facilities restored to maintain jobs. 

I suppose the real problem that must be on the 
minister’s mind more than anything is the situation at Al- 
goma, where the president of the United Steelworkers of 
America has indicated that the workers there would partic- 
ipate, to the extent of a maximum of $10 million, in the 
buyout of that facility, with bridge financing, which I 
frankly thought would be announced by the Treasurer 
today, to support that. 

The problem here is that we are looking at 15,000 jobs, 
if we list that with the announcement yesterday at Uni- 
royal. These are specific ones that are on the tray of action 
for the ministers right now. 

Does the Treasurer realize that all of us in this House 
share in a strong will that the jobs be protected and sup- 
ported and that he and his colleagues consult with the 
House before he moves forward with programs that are 
going to commit the province for the next decade and 
longer? Does the Treasurer have the self-confidence in this 
regard to share with the members of the House, as well as 
the representatives of the workers, what he intends to do, 
which must require action in the immediate future, to see 
that the jobs are not lost and that we have a program in this 
province that is going to meet the requirements for main- 
taining employment? 
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Hon Mr Laughren: That is a very comprehensive 
question, although certainly an important one. All of the 
examples the Leader of the Opposition used have different 
kinds of problems attached to them. 

Mr Nixon: They are all there now. 

Hon Mr Laughren: They are all there. They are all 


serious problems. They are all threatened job losses. We: 
are very much aware of that. 
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_ In the case of Algoma, for example, there is a lot of 
work going on, as we speak, to try to see how the province 
can assist in that area. 

_ With the de Havilland situation, I must say I agreed 
with Investment Canada’s decision and with Mr Wilson’s 
comments surrounding the refusal of that sale, but I think 


‘there is much more to be gained from de Havilland than 


was apparent in the plan that was being put forward. 

The tire plant is also a different issue because with that 
one the company itself admits the problem is an outdated 
facility, a slump in car sales and international competition. 

All the problems are different, no matter which plant 


_you go to, and a common solution simply is not there for 
each of those situations. All I can say to the Leader of the 


Opposition is that we are working hard on every one of 
them. 

The Premier met yesterday afternoon with the Uniroyal 
people and talked to them about their problem as well. He 
has made available all the facilities of the Ministry of Lab- 
our to help in that regard. 

The Speaker: Would the minister conclude his re- 
marks, please. 


Hon Mr Laughren: [| will await further instructions from 


- the leader of the official opposition in his supplementary. 


Mr Nixon: Probably the matter ought to be a subject 
of debate rather than in the question period because the 


_ reason I do not object to directing the question to the Trea- 
_ surer, in the absence of some of his colleagues, is that the 


solution as far as he is going to find is going to be dollars. 


_I do not think it is going to be any intricate two-step with 


labour unions, environmental officials or anybody else. It 
is going to be dollars. 

Really, the minister is going to have to take the taxpay- 
ers into his confidence to some extent as he contemplates 
what these solutions will be. I have just made a list of the 
things that are of concern. There is not only the level of 
employment, which is most important, but the pension lia- 
bilities, which are frightening, particularly since the Trea- 


_Surer operates a guarantee for those funds that are not 
available, an unlimited guarantee, and environmental 


cleanup liabilities, which in the case of Algoma might very 
well leave with the new owners, whoever they are. 
Whether it is a president with Leo Gerard down the hall 
telling him what to do, or whatever, there is an environ- 


_ mental liability—the Treasurer is laughing. 


The Speaker: The interrogative part? 
Mr Nixon: The environmental cleanup liabilities are 


_ going to cost somebody, and in this instance he is going to 
_ take it out of one pocket and spend it in another way. The 


danger of countervail under international trade require- 
ments and the fact that there are other people in the steel- 


_ making business in this world who may very well decide 


_ that if he starts tilting the so-called playing field, they are 
_ going to require assistance and maybe close up some of 


their own things. 
The Speaker: And the supplementary? 
Mr Nixon: I wonder if the minister—and I appreciate 


| your difficulty, Mr Speaker—can give us some further in- 
_dication of the status of thinking of government in this 
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regard and what sorts of time limits he has got, since his 
announcement earlier certainly did not have any pressure, 
as he is going to be dishing out a maximum of $300 to 
each of the steelworkers. 

Hon Mr Laughren: I was not laughing because the 
problem is not serious and I think the leader of the official 
Opposition knows that. I will confess to the leader of the 
official opposition that I knew we would inherit some 
problems last fall. I did not know how many. It has been 
tough trying to cope with these problems in the middle of a 


. recession. Each one is extremely serious, very serious in- 


deed, and has enormous impact on each of the communi- 
ties in which those plants are located. 


I think the leader of the official opposition understands 
that government cannot replace the private sector in every 
case when the private sector gets into difficulty. What we 
can do, however, and we will work very hard to do it, is to 
play whatever helpful role we can to make sure that as 
much as possible is salvaged out of each of those very 
difficult situations. I can tell the leader of the official oppo- 
sition there is certainly no lack of effort on the part of the 
government to resolve those problems. 


Mr Nixon: I can appreciate the fact that the minister 
and his colleagues must be spending long hours in that 
lovely room at the far end of the hall trying to come up 
with some alternatives and something workable. I also ap- 
preciate the fact that he would be the centre of attention 
because the only solution, in my view, will involve the 
Treasury of Ontario. 

Would he be aware—and I am sure he would be—that 
since the beginning of the year, in the first three months 
that are reported, there were 1,015 bankruptcies all involv- 
ing the layoff of employees? So the scope of the good 
intentions of the government and of all of us here has got 
to have some limitation. 

There was a proposal put forward for Algoma that was 
rejected out of hand by Mr Gerard, a very intelligent per- 
son indeed, but rejected out of hand, saying they were 
going to pursue employee ownership in this regard so that 
no jobs would be lost. 

The Speaker: The time. 

Mr Nixon: The Treasurer—I wish you would not get 
so nervous; half a minute—in his answer indicated he 
would be doing the best he possibly could. In the case of 
Algoma, does his best mean saving all the jobs in spite of 
the circumstances that we all know prevail there? 


Hon Mr Laughren: | do not think I or anyone else in 
government says that the solution for a problem in a place, 
whether in Kitchener, Sault Ste Marie or Elliot Lake, is 
always saving all the jobs. I think the reality of the world 
out there is that in many cases there has to be downsizing 
for all sorts of reasons. 

I disagree with the leader of the official opposition. I 
think the leader of the steelworkers, Mr Gerard, under- 
stands that very well. As the leader of the official opposi- 
tion indicated in his question, the steelworkers have 
already made a commitment in Sault Ste Marie. I think the 
workers and their representatives in the trade union move- 
ment understand very well what is going on out there. 
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They understand very well the restructuring that is going 
on. We understand that as well. 

I tell the leader of the official opposition we have no 
illusions that simply throwing money at all projects is the 
answer. I think the leader of the official opposition under- 
stands that, although from time to time I do wonder. 


PURCHASE OF HYDRO PLANT 


Mr Kwinter: My question is for the Minister of 
Northern Development. Yesterday outside of this House 
the minister announced her support for the employee 
group and the group’s proposal for the Spruce Falls Power 
and Paper Company in Kapuskasing. The minister indi- 
cated that the government has a specific proposal that 
would meet the interests of all those involved. | 

Given her announcement yesterday and given the an- 
nouncement of the Treasurer today, can the minister share 
with the House some details regarding how this proposal 
would ensure the continued viability of a worker-owned 
business? 


Hon Miss Martel: I appreciate the question. I say to 
the member and to all members of the House, as I ex- 
pressed to the press yesterday, the purpose of the an- 
nouncement was to indicate very clearly to the community 
that the workers had accepted the PEG—purchasing 
employees’ group—proposal, which was the option for an 
employee buyout. They had presented that proposal to 
government some months ago. We have been working on 
that draft trying to determine the feasibility and viability of it 
and made a decision yesterday that in our opinion that would 
be the most appropriate way for government to proceed. 


At this time I am not at liberty to discuss with mem- 
bers the nature of the negotiations going on or the proposal 
the government has put forward. I only say to the member 
the government believes it has a proposal that will meet 
environmental needs, the needs of the employees and, fur- 
ther, that will ensure we will not be subject to countervail. 


Mr Kwinter: The minister will be aware that one of the 
conditions the owning company now has set for handing over 
the mill to the employees is the sale of the Smoky Falls hydro 
dam for approximately $133 million to Ontario Hydro, but 
the decision on the acquisition of that dam is suspended in 
Hydro’s demand-supply environmental assessment. 


The minister stated in her announcement—and I think 
this is quite important—that Hydro must give a little. 
Given the new relationship the government has taken with 
Ontario Hydro and the fact that when it says it must give a 
little Hydro has no choice but to comply, could the minis- 
ter tell us, given her announcement about Elliot Lake, is it 
the intention of the government to have Hydro pay up 
front for the dam now, even though it may not get the 
approval of the Environmental Assessment Board? 
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Hon Miss Martel: I should point out to the member 
that I said yesterday that clearly a number of stakeholders 
had to give a littlk—Ontario Hydro, the government, PEG 
and the owner, that is, Kimberly-Clark. I want to make it very 
clear that our proposal, which we hope will be acceptable to 


all, envisions a shared responsibility and everyone giving 
up a little. 

As I said yesterday to the media and earlier in my 
response to the question, I am not prepared at this point to 
outline to the House the details of the negotiations going 
on. I think the member can understand why I am being 
very careful about what I say with respect to the plan. I can 
only repeat again that we believe the plan will meet not only 
environmental concerns but the concerns of continuing em- 
ployment, and that we will not be subject to countervail. 


Mr Kwinter: Another important aspect of the pro- 
posal is whether it is the government’s intention to proceed 
with the employees putting money into this company and 
those proceeds going to the present owners. If any of these 
proceeds go to the present owners—and it is something 
that will not benefit the plant because the money is just 
going to go to them and they are going to take it out—how 
does the government envision capital being provided to 
keep this plant viable—it is my understanding that her 
proposal will call for the employees to invest money into 
this proposal—when you consider that a previous buyer 
contemplated that the capital required to make the plant 
viable was going to be somewhere in the neighbourhood 
of $600 to $700 million? This is a pretty expensive 
neighbourhood. Could the minister tell us what the gov- 
ernment is going to do to address this need for capital? 


Hon Miss Martel: The employees have agreed that 
they have a vested interest in ensuring that this mill will 
continue, and I want to point out to all members that at this 
time the community has committed up to about $13.5 mil- 
lion as its share to keep that particular mill going. That is a 
significant commitment on their part and on the part of the 
government. I certainly want to congratulate them on their 
efforts. 


I understand the member is trying to have me address a 
number of the concerns, which I am sure all the members 
in the House believe. are important, but I say again the 
questions he is raising are very much part and parcel of the 
proposal the government believes will be satisfactory to 
all. . 


I am not prepared at this point to outline any of the 
details of those. We are in active negotiations now and we 
hope they will be successful. We have put forward a plan 
that we think shares the risks for everyone. When we have 
some details about how those negotiations have gone, I 
will be more than prepared to share them with the House. 


ELECTRICITY SUPPLY AND DEMAND 


Mr Jordan: My question is for the Minister of En- 
ergy. The recent changes to the Power Corporation Act 
give her new, sweeping powers over Ontario Hydro. I 
warn members that with these powers go immense respon- 
sibilities. In effect, the Minister of Energy is now the chief 
executive officer of the utility. It will be her responsibility 
to give the long-term planning and direction to that utility. | 
I wonder, even as we have the minister in the past sittings 
of this House, even realizing the responsibility of the Min- | 
ister of Energy without the extra power, with her new pow- | 
ers is it her intention to direct Ontario Hydro to continue to’ 
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provide an abundant and secure supply of power at cost to 
the people of Ontario? 


Hon Ms Carter: The answer to the last part of the 

question is absolutely yes. We have stated that right from 
‘the beginning in the throne speech and we continue to say 
it. There is no intention of jeopardizing the supplies of 
power to the people of Ontario. 
In answer to the member’s earlier remarks, I should 
/point out that the government of Ontario has always exer- 
cised power over Ontario Hydro, which is after all a pub- 
licly owned corporation. That influence has very often 
‘been exercised in ways that were less than obvious to the 
public, through dinners in hotels and that kind of thing. We 
have brought this whole thing much more into the open. I 
would also like to point out that we have no intention of 
interfering in the day-to-day running of the affairs of On- 
tario Hydro. 


Mr Jordan: The government has forced Ontario 
Hydro to contribute $65 million to the northern Ontario 
heritage fund. The ratepayers, through increased bills, will 
bear the brunt of this decision. The government, not On- 
tario Hydro, should be offering the assistance to Elliot 
Lake. When will the Minister of Energy let Ontario Hydro 
resume its work as a world-leading electrical utility and 
stop making it a social welfare arm of the Minister of 
Energy? 


Hon Ms Carter: In view of the fact that Ontario 
Hydro over the last 10 years has spent $1.2 billion extra on 
its uranium supplies in order to make a contribution to 
Denison Mines and Rio Algom, I do not think the principle 
of power at cost was being carried out in a very fair man- 
ner towards the people of Ontario. If we had continued to 
buy uranium at the same sort of terms, Ontario Hydro 
would have subsidized those companies to the tune of an- 
other $2.4 billion over the next 10 years. Now, it is a 
fact— 


Mr Stockwell: Why did you make the promise? 


__ The Speaker: Order. The member for Etobicoke West 
is to come to order. 


Hon Ms Carter: It is a fact that Ontario Hydro has a 
unique relationship with the town of Elliot Lake because, 
as we all know, that town has existed only because of 
uranium. It has been very much a one-industry town. At 
this moment Ontario Hydro is the only remaining custo- 
mer of Rio Algom. The other purchasers have dropped out, 
and there really is a responsibility for Ontario Hydro to 
consider the fate of that town. I repeat that had we left 
things as they were, Ontario Hydro would have spent far 
more money in its purchase of uranium. The amount we 
are diverting to help the people of that town is only a 
fraction of what would have been spent due to the inflated 
uranium prices. 


Mr Jordan: The mandate of Ontario Hydro is to sup- 
ply energy to the people of Ontario in an abundant supply 
and at cost. How can she factor in welfare costs, contribu- 
tions to a heritage fund, as the cost of generating and sup- 
plying energy? There is no relationship to it whatsoever, 
and that is independent of buying the uranium at Elliot 


Lake. She should not try to put the two of them together. 
They are separate. 

The minister now has been given these powers as chief 
executive officer. She has to take the responsibility. Does 
she plan to set the rates for Ontario Hydro? Does she plan 
to set the policy for Ontario Hydro and be accountable for 
the unemployment she is looking at in the nuclear industry 
and for the loss of the special expertise that is not going to 
Stay in this province, or does she plan to just move her 
office to 700 University Avenue and carry on a minimum- 
requirement electric service? 


Hon Ms Carter: I would like to point out that I am 
not the CEO of Ontario Hydro and have no intention of 
becoming so. The new CEO, as we all know, is Marc 
Eliesen, who has just taken up his new post. 

I do not feel it is legitimate to separate out the finances 
of this affair, as the member opposite has done. Why it is 
consistent with the dictates of selling power at cost to buy 
uranium at many times the market price, whereas it is not 
consistent to use part of the money saved by not doing that 
to help the people who have been dependent on those sup- 
plies is not clear to me. It seems to me that under previous 
governments the need to supply uranium for our nuclear 
development has overridden the public interest and we 
want to get away from that situation. 

It is also ridiculous to suggest there is imminent unem- 
ployment due to our policy of a nuclear moratorium be- 
cause nuclear power stations are supposed to have a life of 
40 years. None of them is approaching that age and they 
are continuing to employ workers. 
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MISS VICKIE’S POTATO CHIPS 


Mr Villeneuve: The Minister of Agriculture and Food 
must surely find it troubling, if not alarming, when a pro- 
gram intended to protect Ontario producers ends up forc- 
ing processors to buy outside our province. 

Example: Miss Vickie’s chips in Simcoe county is 
forced to import potatoes from Florida instead of purchas- 
ing Ontario potatoes when they are available. The regula- 
tory system now in place is very much biased against 
small Ontario processors and producers. This government 
is forcing Miss Vickie’s to cross-border shop when indeed 
she wants to buy, she could and should be buying Ontario 
potatoes. Consumers support the Miss Vickie’s organiza- 
tion in Simcoe county through their purchases. 

Will his government and his ministry allow Miss 
Vickie’s to purchase Ontario potatoes for her Ontario 
plant? 

Hon Mr Buchanan: This government encourages and 
wants to sponsor and promote small business. We certainly 
want to support the consumption of Ontario produce, in- 
cluding potatoes. We very much favour that. To support 
small business and Ontario producers is an ongoing policy 
of this government. 

Mr Villeneuve: If that is the policy, there is a problem 
with it. Miss Vickie’s Quebec operation is allowed to pur- 
chase Ontario potatoes but her Ontario operation is not. 
Growers need financial protection and the problem we 
have seen is that the regulations as set by cabinet and 
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government are indeed interfering with the whole process. 
This does not inspire confidence in the food industry, which 
is very basic to the economy of this province. The regulations 
work against our Ontario processors and producers. 

Can the Minister of Agriculture and Food, supposedly 
supporting and assisting producers, provide Miss Vickie’s 
chips in Simcoe county with a licence to purchase Ontario 
potatoes? 

Hon Mr Buchanan: The previous government, when 
approached by the potato marketing board, agreed to set 
up a protection agency which would protect the producers 
so that in the event processors were unable to pay for the 
potatoes, the producers would get some payment for the 
potatoes. Part of that plan was to have a licensing policy in 
place so that the processors, large and small, had to show 
they were economically viable. We have simply continued 
to apply that protection program and we follow the same 
process in terms of licensing. The same regulations have 
been in place for several years. 


Mr J. Wilson: The second supplementary is also to 
the Minister of Agriculture and Food. His answers verge 
on insanity. It is absolutely crazy for him to defend regula- 
tions put in by the Liberals that discriminate against small 
and medium processors in Ontario. 

Miss Vickie’s potato chips in my riding of Simcoe 
West employs 100 people. It buys six million pounds of pota- 
toes a year. It is an incredibly large operation, and yet she 
cannot buy potatoes from neighbouring farms, from her own 
husband, Bill Kerr, because the minister is supporting crazy 
regulations put in by the Liberals which discriminate. 

Officials from the Ontario Potato Growers’ Marketing 
Board tell us they never agreed with those regulations in 
the first place. They were put in under false pretences, and 
we are asking you today to take action on behalf of proces- 
sors in Ontario to change those regulations so that when 
Ontario potatoes are ready in just a few weeks, Miss 
Vickie’s can purchase those, make them into a product and 
sell them across Canada. 


Hon Mr Buchanan: The member is having some 
problem with his facts. The regulations and the protection 
board were put in place with the encouragement of the 
potato marketing board. There was consultation. It was for 
the producers that this was put in place. 


Mr J. Wilson: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I 
know we agreed not to make points of order in question 
period, but I have not misinterpreted the facts, and I have 
done my homework, as has our critic for agriculture, and I 
ask the minister to withdraw— 


The Speaker: Would the member take his seat? We fre- 
quently have discussions about points of view, and that is 
apparently what is unfolding here at this moment, with or 
without a discussion of who or what is sane or otherwise. 


Hon Mr Buchanan: I just wanted to make sure the 
member understood this was put in place because the po- 
tato marketing board asked for it. In 1987 one of the pro- 
cessors in the province had a problem and had to close 
through bankruptcy. Several producers were left holding 
the bag without any financial protection. The board came 
to the former government and asked for that protection. 


Part of the protection for producers is to make sure proces- 
sors have financial backing to pay the producers for their 
product. If the producers were not protected, I am sure the 
member would be the first to ask that we have protection 
for the producers. This legislation, partially licensing and 
partially protection, is there to protect producers and we 
intend to uphold that legislation. 


PLANT CLOSURE 


Mr Offer: In the absence of nearly everyone who has 
had any responsibility for this matter, I would like to pose 
my question to the Treasurer. Uniroyal Goodrich con- 
firmed today it will-be closing its largest plant in Kitche- 
ner, resulting in the loss of over 1,000 jobs. As the 
Treasurer knows, the initial announcement came last 4 
June, when the Premier and the Minister of Industry, Trade 
and Technology stated they would do everything possible 
to prevent the closure of either plant. 

Today we have the announcement. The evidence is 
clear, the Treasurer and his government have failed those 
workers. They would like to know exactly what steps the 
Treasurer took to stave off this closure. What did this gov- 
ernment do? 


Hon Mr Laughren: It is fine for the member opposite 
to stand in his place and in some strange kind of logic say 
that because a large company such as this, with worldwide 
operations, decides to downsize its operation and rational- 
ize it, somehow we are to blame. For heaven’s sake, go 
and talk to the Uniroyal people. They will tell the member 
why they are closing one plant and consolidating their 
operations into one plant. That is what they intend to do. 
Now surely to goodness the member is not suggesting that 
in situations like that we move in and guarantee employ- 
ment for all the people in that plant. Is that what the mem- 
ber is implying? Because if he is, that is not our-intention. 
We simply could not afford to do it, and quite frankly it 
would not be the right thing to do. 
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Mr Offer: But surely to goodness what I am asking is 
that when the Premier and the Minister of Industry, Trade 
and Technology promise to do everything possible to pre- 
vent the closure of either plant, the Treasurer will be able 
to stand in his place today and share with us in this Legis- 
lature what he did. It is quite evident he has done abso- 
lutely nothing. One plant is closing and there is every 
possibility of the other plant shutting down. There is just 
no action taking place by his government. 

I want to share some media information. “The plant” — 
and they are talking about the newer plant—“will be kept 
open if a restructuring agreement with the union can be 
reached,” and a deal must be reached by mid-July. They 
are saying if no agreement is reached to keep the newer 
plant open, production will wind down over the next two 
to three years. 

On 4 June, the member for Wilson Heights asked the 
Minister of Industry, Trade and Technology a question and 
the minister responded, “This government stands ready to 
participate in any way it can to obviate any kind of nega- 
tive announcement that may be forthcoming in that re- 
gard,” whatever that means. 
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| What is the government going to do for the workers in 
jeopardy at the other plant? Given its success at attracting 
new jobs and new investment in this province, what possi- 
_ble opportunities will the government have to offer those 
_workers who are now losing their jobs? 


Hon Mr Laughren: The member should know—per- 
haps he does not know and that is why his question does 
not make too much sense. When the problem became evi- 
dent, we offered our services in any way we could. Yester- 
day the company met with the Premier and, I believe, 
representatives of the union. The company met with the 

Premier this morning I believe and we have offered our 

' services in any way we can. 

Surely the member is not suggesting we move in and 
pre-empt the discussions and negotiations now going on. I 
think the member would be quite happy to see us move in 
and simply employ everybody who goes through a prob- 
lem. That is simply not on. 

In this province we cannot replace the private sector 
every time there is a problem. We will do whatever we can 
as a government to help in adjustment programs for those 
workers, to help in any kind of negotiations between the 
union and the company. If there is any meaningful role we 
can play, we will play it. We have offered the services of 
the Ministry of Labour mediation and adjustment services 
to the company and the union. We stand ready to do what- 

_ever we humanly can do to help the workers survive in that 

community. 


OATH OF ALLEGIANCE 


Mr Carr: In the absence of the Solicitor General, my 
question will be to the Deputy Premier. He may have read 
today’s final edition of one of the local papers that says, 
“Ontario police chiefs today voted to ask the Ontario gov- 
ernment to reinstate the oath of allegiance to the Queen for 
police officers.” On behalf of the police chiefs across this 
province, will the government listen to the police chiefs 
and reinstate the oath to the Queen? 


Hon Mr Laughren: I am wishing the Solicitor Gen- 
_eral were here today. 

I am aware of the resolution. I should remind the mem- 
ber opposite, though, that before that regulation was 
_ changed, there was consultation very widely held— 


Mr Turnbull: With Susan Eng. 


Hon Mr Laughren: No, that is simply not true. The 
member is talking through his hat. There was very wide 
consultation before that oath was changed. It is not a case 


of the oath being changed because one or two people 
_ wanted it changed. That is simply not the case. 


Mr Carr: In the throne speech this government said 
when it made mistakes it would admit them. Everyone 
_ realizes mistakes will be made. When they make mistakes 
_they will admit them. Petition after petition has come in 
from the people of Ontario requesting the reinstatement. 
The police chiefs and, I might add, the Metropolitan To- 
tonto Police Association president, Art Lymer, have also 
| called for the reinstatement. The Ontario Association of 


Chiefs of Police meeting in Sudbury was told changes 


were made without explanation. They also questioned why 
the police services had been singled out for this action. 

Why will the minister not listen to the people who have 
sent in the petitions, the police chiefs, the police associa- 
tions, admit he made a mistake and reinstate the oath to the 
Queen? 


Hon Mr Laughren: It is my understanding—and I 
will stand corrected if I am wrong on this—that the police 
chiefs were consulted on this matter prior to the change 
being made. If indeed I am correct and the police chiefs 
did support the change in the oath, then I would be very 
interested in hearing the reasons why they have now 
changed their minds. I look forward to hearing from them 
in that regard. 


RENT REGULATION 


Ms M. Ward: My question is for the Minister of 
Housing. In my riding there is a group of town houses on 
Barrington Avenue where tenants faced a 17% rent in- 
crease in May 1990. These increases were attributed pri- 
marily to capital costs incurred by the landlord. The 
landlord of this complex has applied for a 25% increase 
for May 1991. I would like to ask the Minister of Housing 
how our proposed rent control legislation will affect these 
tenants. 


‘Hon Mr Cooke: I appreciate the question from the 
member, who has been very involved in and supportive of 
the development of new and permanent rent control legis- 
lation for the tenants of this province. 


I can indicate to the member that I would have to take 
a look at the specific application, but if there was an appli- 
cation put forward for May 1991 involving a 25% rent 
increase, it would be highly unlikely it would qualify for 
that kind of rent increase under Bill 4, since Bill 4 provides 
for rent increases on only such things as property tax in- 
creases, interest rate changes and so forth. There was not a 
provision for capital, as we have explained before, because 
of the transitional period. So I suspect the tenants in those 
buildings would be protected by Bill 4. 


Ms M. Ward: In addition to these increases, the ten- 
ants on Barrington Avenue are also faced with serious in- 
stances of maintenance neglect. I would like to ask the 
Minister of Housing how the new legislation will help 
resolve these maintenance problems. 


Hon Mr Cooke: One of the very important aspects of 
the new legislation we have proposed is one that provides 
that when there is are work orders put against a building, if 
the landlord does not correct those work orders in the 30- 
day period he has under municipal rules, there will auto- 
matically be a rent decrease in line with the guidelines. So 
there will be automatic penalties. That, I believe, is some- 
thing that has been shared and has been encouraged by 
landlords and tenants, because landlords are embarrassed 
by landlords who do not take care of their buildings. They 
want to see the quality of the apartment stock in this prov- 
ince maintained. So I believe the provisions in our perma- 
nent rent control legislation provide better protection for 
tenants both in terms of rent and in terms of maintenance. 
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1450 . ; 
WATER QUALITY 


Mr Phillips: My question is to the Minister of the 
Environment. It has to do with a matter she would be 
aware of, particularly in Metropolitan Toronto and I think 
around the province. That is, we see headlines now of 
beach closings, of syringes washing up on the beaches. I 
guess what ring in our minds are some of the headlines 
that we used to see, “Chronic Beach Closings Must End,” 
“NDP Proposes 5-Point Plan for Beach Closings.” At the 
same time, the minister would be aware that in today’s 
paper we saw a plan by the board of health in the city of 
Toronto to cope with this by lowering the standards, which 
will result, it says, in 30% more beaches opening. 

Does the minister support governments that will deal 
with the problem by lowering the standards instead of 
dealing with the root cause of the pollution? 


Hon Mrs Grier: Obviously the answer is no and I am 
glad the member in his question acknowledges that there 
are some very significant root causes that have to be ad- 
dressed. We have begun to address them, as did my prede- 
cessor, the member for St Catharines, but that is not going 
to happen this year or even next year. 

The news stories about the changing of the standards 
and the calculations flow from a decision made by the 


previous minister in 1988, when the Minister of Health — 


and the Minister of the Environment agreed that the On- 
tario recreational water use objective should be revised. 
There have been, as I understand it, extensive studies and 
meetings going on. There is certainly no intention of low- 
ering the standards. There is a question of revising the 
standards to try to make them more accurate, and I think 
the announcement or the statements by the medical officer 
of health in the city of Toronto did not quite reflect what it 
is the intention of our ministry to achieve. 


Mr Phillips: If I might follow up on the comments the 
minister just made, I think it was her intent not to lower 
the standards but revise the standards. That is always an 
alert word for us, because we worry that “revising” means 
lowering the standards. I wonder if the minister might 
rather categorically today reassure the House and the peo- 
ple of the province that, contrary to rumours—and we are 
hearing rumours and I think they have been in the media— 
that the Ministry of the Environment and the Ministry of 
Health have been working to, the minister calls it, revise— 
we would say perhaps lower—the standards, the ministry 
has no intention in any way of lowering the standards for 
measuring the quality of the water. 


Hon Mrs Grier: We are into again a semantic argu- 
ment because the standard is to protect health, and there is 
certainly no question in my mind that the protection of 
public health is paramount. The determination of that is 
left to the officers of health in the municipalities. The 
terms of reference of the committee that was established in 
1988 and has been working in 1989 were to collect—and I 
am having to quote from my briefing note—the relevant 
microbiological information in a summarized form. One of 
the difficulties, and again I am not a scientist, is that there is 
an organism called Klebsiella pneumoniae which sometimes 
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results from the food processing industries and the pulp 


and paper industries. It does not have a health significance, 
but when it is calculated in or part of the sample tested it 
boosts the count of fecal coliform. I am merely repeating 
what the technicians in my ministry tell me. 

The intent of the exercise is to make sure we have 
absolutely accurate information in order that we can judge 
the health effects of the recreational water quality objec- 
tive. That is what is paramount and that is what the mem- 
ber has my undertaking will be sustained. 


BREWING INDUSTRY 


Mrs Witmer: My question is to the Treasurer. He is _ 
aware that the ad valorem tax for domestic brewers which | 
produce less than 50,000 hectolitres per year, which was | 


reduced by 50% in June 1989, is going to be phased back 
to the full rate over the next three years,. starting this 


month. These microbreweries in this province are small — 
businesses which are barely holding their own during very — 


tough economic and competitive times. 

Any increase in their taxes at this time will, as the one 
brewery in my community of Waterloo has said, put the 
solvency of the company and other small brewers in ques- 
tion. The several hundred people who are employed by 
microbreweries in this province are at risk of losing their 
jobs if this tax for microbreweries is increased. 

I would ask the Treasurer to reconsider this matter and 


I would ask him to make a commitment to help rejuvenate _ 


and support these small businesses in these difficult eco- 
nomic times. 


Hon Mr Laughren: I appreciate the question from 


the member for Waterloo North. Several members of the — 


assembly have approached me on this problem, including 
the member for Kitchener, and because I am concerned 
about it as well—and I almost hesitate to say this because 
whenever I mention I am going to take a look at some- 


thing, there sometimes can be wrong assumptions made | 
about that process—and because of the persistent delega- 


tions to me on this matter, I did ask the officials in Trea- 


sury to come back to me with an indication of to what — 
extent the problems in the microbrewing industry are in- — 


deed tax-driven, because I think we need to sort that out. 


I understand why no one wants to pay more taxes. At | 
the same time, I felt at the time of the budget it was not an | 


unfair change to make, but I do appreciate the member 
raising it. 


Mrs Witmer: We have had an opportunity to dialogue _ 
with several of the microbreweries in this province and we ~ 
are aware of the fact that at least one brewery did go — 
bankrupt last year because of taxes. In fact half of the | 
microbreweries did go bankrupt last year. As I have indi- — 


cated, the remaining microbreweries are very sincere in 
their belief that the increased levels of taxation due to 


come into effect this month are also going to cause them to | 


close their doors and lead to further job losses. 


I believe the present reduced rate of taxation for 
microbreweries is a fair policy. It will help ensure the via- 


bility of the small-brewery business sector. I would like to 


ask the Treasurer if he would consider the permanent can- | 


cellation of the increases due to come into effect this 
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month, at least until the matter can be reviewed by the 


government’s Fair Tax Commission. 


Hon Mr Laughren: I do not think this is a matter for 
the Fair Tax Commission to look at, quite frankly. Also, I 


would remind the member for Waterloo North that the 


microbreweries—and I do not say this in any kind of satis- 
fied way at all—that went bankrupt in the past year went 


_ bankrupt with the lower tax regime. So it was not caused 


by going back to the regular level of taxation, which is one 


_ of the reasons I wanted to take a very careful look at the 
extent to which we believe or do not believe, whichever 


_ the case may be, the problems are caused by the level of 
_ taxation in the province. 


I make a commitment to the member and to others in 


the assembly who come to me with this matter to take a 
_very close look at that. I really do not want to give the 
impression that we are on the verge of changing the tax 


pledge in the budget but rather that we will take a careful 
look at it. 


AGRICULTURAL AND FOOD PROCESSING 
INDUSTRIES 


Mr Johnson: My question is for the Minister of Agri- 


culture and Food. Recognizing that research is important 
to the continued viability of agriculture and food in On- 
_tario, can the minister indicate what his ministry is doing 
_ to ensure research conducted is relevant to the agriculture 


community and the food industry? 
Hon Mr Buchanan: Research in the agriculture and 


food industry is very important in order for it to continue 
to be viable and important in this province. The relevance 


is maintained through two different committees. There is 
the Ontario agricultural co-ordinating committee, which 
looks at all the needs and possibilities that come in to the 


_ ministry. 


Through a number of subcommittees with representa- 


tion from the agriculture community, the food industry and 


the research organizations around the province, they exam- 
ine the needs and examine various proposals. Once they 
have determined what the needs are, they make recom- 
mendations to the Agricultural Research Institute of On- 
tario, which again screens the needs and applications that 
come in and makes recommendations to my ministry so 
that we can fund the necessary research to maintain the 
ongoing viability of the industry in Ontario. 


Mr Johnson: Can the minister indicate what support 
his ministry is providing towards agricultural and food in- 
dustry research? 


Hon Mr Buchanan: In terms of the dollars, we pro- 


_ vide significant dollars for research in the agriculture and 


food industry in Ontario because it is the second most 
important industry in the province. 


In fact, in May we announced a new $5-million pro- 
gram for the food processing industry. It will help the food 
processing industry, which has done research and develop- 
ment work, to expand its commercial production and help 
it to be competitive in this very competitive world we live 
in. 


Further to that, we also provide $29 million to the Uni- 
versity of Guelph through agreements we have between 
the ministry and the university to do research projects in 
the agriculture and food sector. 

Finally, we also provide $15 million to the agricultural 
colleges to do research work, along with the Horticultural 
Research Institute of Ontario, which does research in the 
ag and food area. 

I think these are significant amounts of dollars we are 
spending in an ongoing way to enhance the agriculture and 
food industry in Ontario. 


1500 
HOSPITAL SERVICES 


Mr McClelland: My question is for the Minister of 
Health. On 13 December 1990, I asked her predecessor, 
the former minister, to reaffirm her ministry’s commitment 
to the Chinguacousy Health Services Centre, which the min- 
ister will know is located in the riding of Brampton North. To 
date we have heard no specific mention of funding alloca- 
tions for community-based health care organizations. 

This is a very important project, not only for the people 
of Brampton North but indeed, as has been indicated by 
her ministry, one that could serve as a model for communi- 
ties to follow right across the province and perhaps indeed 
across the country, and one that the former government 
had committed to see through to its timely completion. 

It has been six months since I first put the question to 
the minister’s predecessor. The response was, “We’ll get 
back to you shortly and get back to officials at 
Chinguacousy.” Will the minister today commit funding or 
indicate what she is going to do about funding and specif- 
ically allocate for this very important project so we can get 
on with it immediately? People have been waiting a very 
long time, as the minister knows. It is an extremely impor- 
tant project for the future of that community, and indeed 
for health care across the province. Is the minister prepared 
to commit today to fund this very important project? 


Hon Ms Lankin: No, I am not prepared to commit 
today. I feel it is a difficult question to place in the House 
and to expect that kind of answer. I feel at a disadvantage 
because I do not know anything about this particular proj- 
ect; I will be honest with the member. I am sorry if he has 
raised that question with the former minister. It had not 
been brought to my attention. I will undertake to find out 
about it and inform the member early next week as to its 
status. 


Mr McClelland: The minister will forgive me for 
being a little bit concerned. No personal anger is directed 
to her, but frustrated anger, quite frankly, that she is not 
aware of that, inasmuch as it has been said by her ministry 
officials that it is one of the most important projects in the 
province. If that is the case, I have to ask the question, why 
is the minister not aware of it? Her predecessor responded 
and said we would get a response and we have been wait- 
ing. Surely it was directed to her policy people. The people 
in Brampton have been waiting a long time. The popula- 
tion is projected to approach 400,000 people. 

The minister made a commitment in a response to a 
question put by my colleague the critic for Health on 6 
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June. She said it is important that we build a consensus 
that community-based health care is important for the fu- 
ture of health care. 

This is the project. It is important. This is the project 
that has been singled out as perhaps the most important, a 
46-acre site waiting for development to provide an oppor- 
tunity for her ministry to demonstrate what is possible, the 
leading edge of health care, and she is not aware of it. 

I appreciate the fact that the minister will get back to 
me, and I am looking forward to that, but I can only stress 
that people are getting very frustrated and indeed angry 
about the lack of commitment and response from her gov- 
ernment. There was a commitment from the former gov- 
ernment to proceed. 

The Speaker: And your question? 


Mr McClelland: We have indicated it is important. 
Can the minister please do something to expedite this and 
get on with it? We have been waiting, with 46 acres sitting 
there. Can we get something very quickly, please? 

Hon Ms Lankin: I did indicate to the member that I 
would get a response to him on the status of this early next 
week. I can understand the frustration he is expressing, 
given that he has raised this question in the House before, 
and I apologize for the fact that I am not aware of the 
project. I do not know if it is, as he indicates, the model 
project, the most important in the province. I am perplexed 


as to why I would not have been briefed on it myself, but © 


quite frankly I cannot answer that question for the member. 

We are certainly going through a process of looking 
right across the province in terms of the state of a number 
of projects that have been on the table for a long time and 
have had some indication of support. In general, let me say 
that his restatement to me of my commitment to commu- 
nity-based health care is well stated, and I will stand by 
that. I really am not in a position to be able to give him any 
more detail until I look into it, and I will do that. 


RENT REGULATION 


Mr Tilson: My question is to the Minister of Housing. 
As the minister knows, under Bill 4 many landlords were 
caught unfairly by his moratorium on capital expenditures. 
For example, take a landlord who applied for rent review 
under the Liberal legislation for rent increases due to nec- 
essary capital expenditures. This landlord would have re- 
ceived approval for those increases, borrowed the money 
from a bank to complete the work, and then he would have 
waited to hear from the Ministry of Housing about when 
he would be able to activate the increase. 

In the meantime, the new NDP government changed 
the rules and imposed a moratorium on rent increases due 
to capital expenditures. Suddenly, the landlord who has 
borrowed the money and spent thousands of dollars on his 
building is out of work and faces bankruptcy. 

In the House, throughout the hearings on Bill 4, the 
minister told us not to worry; Bill 4 was only temporary 
and the permanent legislation would provide relief for peo- 
ple who would be hurt by it. Why will the minister not 
honour that commitment to provide relief when he knows 
beyond a shadow of a doubt that 3% will not meet this 
immediate need? 
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Hon Mr Cooke: The Conservative critic for Housing 
consistently raises questions in the House whereby he 
thinks the problems in the housing sector are going to be 
resolved by raising the price of housing to the consumers 
of this province. I do not believe that is going to solve the 
affordability problem at all. I think what we needed to do 
was to look for a fair rent control system that will work, 
will be responsive to the needs of landlords and tenants 
and will be fair. I think that is what we have done with the 
permanent legislation. It does address the capital needs of 
landlords in this province and it does offer real protection 
for tenants. Those were the goals, those were the principles 
that we followed and that is the bill we have delivered on. 


Mr Tilson: That is not the question I asked. I am only 
trying to help the minister remove the tag he has on him as 
minister of slums. There is a way; he can resolve the issue 
of capital expenditures if he amends his legislation. 

Under this legislation it is inevitable that some land- 
lords will go bankrupt. I have heard from landlords who 
are on the verge of bankruptcy. The minister and I both 
know of at least one landlord who has already gone bank- 
rupt as a result of Bill 4. It has been proven again and 
again that rent controls do not work. Presumably he and 
his colleagues have studied jurisdictions around the world 
and he knows they do not work. Buildings will close down 
and people will be forced to look for alternative housing. 
The minister knows this scenario will become a reality 
under Bill 121. What will he do with these empty build- 
ings, and what will he do for the people who are put out in 
the streets? 


Hon Mr Cooke: I simply say to the member that if he 
objectively looks at the initiatives this government has 
begun in the housing field, whether it is in rent control or 
whether it is in the supply of co-op and non-profit housing, 
there is only one conclusion he could come to, and that is 
that this government is not the government of slums; this 
is the government of affordable housing for the people of 
this province. 


MOTION 


REFERRAL OF BILL 25 


Miss Martel moved that the order for third reading of 
Bill 25, An Act to amend the Planning Act, 1983 and the 
Land Titles Act, be discharged and the bill be referred to 
the committee of the whole House. 


Motion agreed to. 


1510 
REPORT BY COMMITTEE 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE 
PARLIAMENTARY PRECINCT 
Mr Duignan from the special committee on the parlia- 
mentary precinct presented a report on restoration propos- 
als for the Parliament Building and moved the adoption of 
its recommendations. 


Mr Duignan: At this time I would like to pay tribute 
to the other members of the committee, the member for 
London North, the member for Essex South, the member for | 
Oxford, and you, Mr Speaker, as co-chair of the committee, 
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for working in a very non-partisan way and coming up 
with a fine set of proposals and recommendations con- 
‘tained in the master plan. 

__ The recommendations contained in the master plan 
will enable this building to be repaired and improved ac- 
cording to a vision collectively supported by all members 
in this place. I believe this is an historic and unique oppor- 
tunity to plan for the future while preserving and respect- 
‘ing the rich history which has taken place within these 
“surroundings. 


On motion by Mr Duignan, the debate was adjourned. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 
House in committee of the whole. 


EDUCATION AMENDMENT ACT 
(MISCELLANEOUS) 1990 
Resuming consideration of Bill 30, An Act to amend 
the Education Act. 


Sections 5 to 7, inclusive, agreed to. 
Section 8: 


The Acting Chair (Mr Abel): Mrs Boyd moves that 
subsection 8(3) of the bill be struck out and the following 
substituted: “Section 4 shall be deemed to have come into 
force on 20 December 1990.” 


Hon Mrs Boyd: All of section 8 of this act governs 
‘the coming into force of the section. The first subsection 
deals with the items that are not related to the freedom-of- 
‘information section. All of those sectors would come into 
force on royal assent. The sections related to freedom of 
information retroactively come into force as of 1 January 
1991, the date on which the Municipal Freedom of Infor- 

mation and Protection of Privacy Act came into force for 

the boards. The retroactive application is to legitimize the 
boards’ collection practices for the purposes of the OSR, 
retroactive to the date the freedom-of-information act ap- 
plying to them came into force and the date the OSR 
guideline came into force. 

Subsection (3), the one with which the amendment 
deals, is dealing with the sharing ratio between public and 
separate boards of designated teachers’ sick leave gratu- 
ities. That is covered under section 4 of this act. It was to 

have been retroactive to 1 January 1989, the reason being 
to accommodate boards that had already agreed between 
themselves to a sharing ratio different than the one in the 
act. Some of the agreements date back to 1989, and the 
boards are ready to pay out those gratuities. The retroac- 
tive application would legitimize their agreements. 

The amendment by motion would make section 4 of 
the act retroactive to 20 December 1990, and the reason 

for that, as was the reason for the date change earlier by 
amendment, is that 20 December 1990 was the date that 
Bill 12 received royal assent. 


Motion agreed to. 

Section 8, as amended, agreed to. 
Section 9 agreed to. 

Bill, as amended, ordered to be reported. 


PLANNING STATUTE LAW AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 


Consideration of Bill 25, An Act to amend the Plan- 
ning Act, 1983 and the Land Titles Act. 


Mr Ferguson: This is but another fine example of this 
government’s willingness to co-operate with both sides of 
the House. This bill should be subtitled “Co-operation not 
Confrontation,” because this has been a fine example of 
co-operation between not only this member but the mem- 
ber for Grey, the member for Carleton, and the list goes on. 

I would like to propose an amendment. It was the in- 
tention of this bill that it come into effect on 26 July 1990, 
and that is the key point behind the motion, which I under- 
stand has agreement from all sides of the House. 

The First Deputy Chair: Mr Ferguson moves that 
subsection 49a(4) of the act, as set out in section 1 of the 
bill, reprinted as amended by the committee of the whole 
House, be amended by striking out “before the day on 
which this section comes into force” and substituting 
“after 26 July 1990 and before the Planning Statute Law 
Amendment Act, 1991 received royal assent.” 


Mr Ferguson: This subsection has been added to pro- 
vide the Minister of Municipal Affairs with some discre- 
tionary authority to give effect to all or any part of a will 
proposing to subdivide land. As subsection (4) is now 
drafted, it would allow the minister to exercise this author- 
ity only for the wills of those people who died—and here 
is the key part here—before the day on which this section 
comes into force, that is, before 26 July 1990 and before 
the bill takes effect. 

This of course is unnecessary and is not what any of us 
on either side of this House intended the bill to do. Rather 
the bill shall provide for the minister the ability to exercise 
this authority for the wills of those people who have died 
in the interim, that is, between 26 July 1990 and the time 
this bill receives royal assent. Accordingly, I have moved 
the same and I understand it has agreement from all three 
parties. 
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Mr Sterling: This amendment was inserted in this act 
at our request and we appreciate the parliamentary assis- 
tant for the Minister of Housing making this change to 
reflect what was intended in this Legislature. We therefore 
support it wholeheartedly. 

Mr B. Murdoch: I also would just like to echo that I 
appreciate the effort that went on with all parties to 
straighten this out. There was a bit of a problem at the 
start. We were concerned that some people might get 
caught in this act, that they might go for a will and get 
caught because legislation was going to be passed and 
retroactive. We certainly appreciate the work that went on 
with both sides and with the parliamentary assistant, the 
member for Kitchener, so this is happening now, and I 
support it. 

Mr Bradley: I seek some clarification on this, having 
heard the two representatives of the third party speak on it. 
Our Municipal Affairs critic is unavoidably absent at a 
funeral today and cannot be here, so I am going to ask for 
clarification. Is this in fact casting a wider net or a narrower 
net? The interpretation I heard from the parliamentary 
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assistant led me to believe it was a wider net, and what I 
have just heard from the members of the third party—and I 
could be totally incorrect in this—is that it narrows the net. 

Mr Sterling: Since this was put in at my instigation, 
perhaps I can help the member for St Catharines. Really it 
narrows the net in some way, as the member has described, 
only in that if someone had passed away between 26 July 
1990 and when this bill would receive royal assent, which 
would be today or some time in the very near future, and 
that person who had made his will prior to 26 July, he 
would have prejudiced himself because today if somebody 
is in that situation there is a valid severance, but the 
amendment which was put forward by the parliamentary 
assistant requires the municipality to pass a bylaw request- 
ing the minister to okay what the will in fact has done 
during that period of time. 

While it narrows the net, it also throws it back on the 
municipality and the minister to come to a combined deci- 
sion that the whole idea of the will was not to avoid the 
Planning Act by setting up large subdivisions on the es- 
carpment or anywhere else. It is somewhat of a sawoff as 
to what I sought and somewhat of a sawoff in terms of the 
minister trying to maintain the integrity of the Planning 
Act and avoiding this awful scheme that was dredged up 
by some people in Ontario to utilize death to avoid the 
Planning Act. 

Motion agreed to. 

Section 1, as amended, agreed to. 

Sections 2 to 4, inclusive, agreed to. 

Bill, as amended, ordered to be reported. 


On motion by Miss Martel, the committee of the 
whole reported two bills with certain amendments. 


TREASURY BOARD ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 SUR LE CONSEIL DU TRESOR 


Mr Laughren. moved second reading of Bill 82, An 
Act to establish the Treasury Board. 

M. Laughren propose la deuxiéme lecture du projet de 
loi 82, Loi créant le Conseil du Trésor. 

Hon Mr Laughren: Bill 82 is an act to establish a 
Treasury Board in Ontario. Upon assuming office, the new 
government found that the budget, fiscal planning and ex- 
penditure management system in place was simply inade- 
quate, particularly given the current economic and fiscal 
environment. 

I would like to be specific. Responsibility for expendi- 
ture management and planning was fragmented and dis- 
persed between the Ministry of Treasury and Economics 
and Management Board. That led to inefficiencies in bud- 
geting and program management. No clear leadership was 
being brought to the expenditure management and plan- 
ning functions of government. There was no effective 
mechanism for reviewing and evaluating existing pro- 
grams and services to ensure that full value was being 
achieved for taxpayers’ dollars. Financial and policy deci- 
sion-making were not integrated well. Financial decisions 
were made in a longer-term framework. Often proposals 
would have minimum financial impact at startup but 
would be sizeable and significant in the longer run. 


The new Treasury Board will have to deal with a major 
economic downturn, which is impacting severely on our 
revenues and our expenditures. The deterioration in eco- 
nomic conditions made it imperative that the provincial 
deficit be increased this year to fight the recession and to 
prepare the economy for recovery. 

Moreover, it was also felt to be essential to reduce the 
deficit as the economy recovers. A three-year fiscal plan 
was presented in the 1991 budget to reduce the consoli- 
dated deficit—by that I mean operating and capital defi- | 
cit—from $9.7 billion this year to $7.8 billion by 1994-95, 
and we have provided a commitment to eliminate our op- _ 
erating deficit entirely by 1997-98. | 

The medium-term fiscal plan presented in the budget 
provided for restraining expenditure growth from 13.4% 
this year to a range of between 6% and 7% in 1992-93 and © 
thereafter. At the same time there will be continued expen- — 
diture pressures on government, including on our health — 
care system due to the aging population, a continued need — 
for welfare reform, rising public debt interest charges and 
a need to provide appropriate skills and job training, just to — 
mention a few, all of which will need to be managed 
within the 6% to 7% rate of expenditure growth. 
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It should be understood that this means average in- 
creases in most other areas will in fact be well below the 
6% to 7% range. Within this context, it was clear that a 
fundamental reform was necessary if the new economic | 
and fiscal realities were to be managed. 

The bill before members seeks to establish the new | 
Treasury Board to consolidate and assume all expenditure | 
planning functions that currently fall under either the Man- | 
agement Board or the Ministry of Treasury and Econom- | 
ics. This will also involve the merger of the programs and 
estimates division of the Management Board secretariat 
and the fiscal planning policy branch of the Ministry of Trea- 
sury and Economics to streamline the expenditure manage- 
ment and fiscal planning activities of this government. 

The government also faces the challenge of improving 
the way we deliver programs and services. We believe a 
stronger focus is needed on the operations of government. 
In this respect, Management Board will be reconstituted to | 
provide a dedicated and strategic focus to the operations of 
government. I cannot think of a more dedicated, focused 
person than the present Chair of Management Board, who 
is beside me as I speak. 

This is the enhanced role of Management Board: © 
human resources and an enhanced employer role in the 
management of government and labour relations, infor- 
mation management, communications and technology, | 
providing enhanced corporate policy, strategic direction 
and standard-setting, recognizing the critical importance of 
technology in improved service delivery and customer ser- 
vice, leadership in management practices and promoting 
increased management delegation of authority with a 
strengthened commitment to accountability. 

The Chair of Management Board will be a key member 
of the new Treasury Board to ensure that these human 
perspectives are appropriately integrated with expenditure — 
management. | 
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As outlined in the act, some key roles and duties of the 
Treasury Board will include preparing and reviewing 


_ short- and long-term expenditures and expenditure com- 


mitments, directing and establishing policies for the prepa- 


ration of estimates and supplementary estimates, 


| 


controlling expenditures of public money within the 


amounts appropriated or otherwise provided by the Legis- 


- lature and reviewing and evaluating new and existing pro- 


_ grams of ministries. 


It is important to emphasize that the Treasury Board 


_ will provide one of three focal points for the central strate- 


_ gic leadership and management of government. These 


_ focal points will be comprised of, first, the cabinet office 
and policy committees to direct policy, planning and de- 


velopment; second, the Management Board of Cabinet to 
lead the management of government operations; third, the 


_ new Treasury Board to oversee all financial and expendi- 


ture management and planning issues. 

The new expenditure management and planning pro- 
cess that is to be implemented by the Treasury Board will 
serve to better integrate the policy and resource allocation 
decisions of government. The Treasury Board will also 


ensure a one-window approach for all financial manage- 


ment functions, which currently are dispersed and frag- 
mented between Management Board and Treasury and 
Economics. 


Similarly, the Treasury Board will act as a broader de- 


_ cision-making forum on the fiscal plan and framework that 


is currently determined primarily by the Treasurer. The 


- new Treasury Board will also provide a much greater em- 


phasis on multi-year planning and the review of base bud- 
gets and programs. 

In conclusion, the new Treasury Board is a critical 
piece of the framework this government must put in place 
to effectively manage both its policy and fiscal agendas. It 
is also in keeping with this government’s philosophy of 
meeting our social and economic priorities through effec- 
tive fiscal management and a more open and democratic 


_ process. I look forward to the Premier’s announcement of 
_ my other cabinet colleagues, besides the Chair of Manage- 


ment Board, who will be joining me in this challenge and 
serving on the Treasury Board. 


Mr Bradley: I appreciate this opportunity. This has 
been a long-awaited bill in the Legislative Assembly even 
though, having watched the performance of this govern- 
ment in terms of fiscal management over the last nine 
months, I feel I would come to the conclusion that the 
problem is not whether it calls it Management Board or 
Treasury Board; the problem is that the people who oc- 
cupy those positions are not sufficiently experienced or 
dedicated to the kind of efficiency that is necessary in 
government. 


I have listened to the Treasurer go on at some length 
about the purpose of this. They have a Treasury Board 
federally. Frankly, despite his description of what the new 
duties and responsibilities will be—the Treasurer will 
think I am cynical when I say this—my guess is that the 
real reason for this is to cover up for the fact that they have 
done such a bad job of managing the expenditures of the 


government so far. For that reason, they thought they 
would set up a Treasury Board, calling it something different. 

There is another theory some people would advance, 
that it is a move to strengthen the power of an individual 
within. cabinet, that one person would have all the power 
within cabinet. I have speculated on many occasions that 
the Treasurer of this province will not necessarily be the 
member for Nickel Belt for ever, but the member for the 
eastern end of the city of Toronto who has risen to some 
prominence. 

I saw a long article in the Toronto Star about her. They 
call that a puff piece that you get early on in your jurisdic- 
tion and your tenure as a minister. She will find that about 
four years from now they will not be quite so generous. 
But it is very nice when she is new to that responsibility 
that she should get that, and I do not begrudge that to the 
member for Riverdale 


Hon Ms Lankin: Beaches-Woodbine. 


Mr Bradley: Beaches-Woodbine. I knew it was one 
of those ridings where there was a long-time NDP mem- 
ber, a respected NDP member, and she is following in her 
footsteps to be an equally well-respected individual within 
the government caucus. 


Hon Mr Laughren: Hear, hear, what a guy. 


Mr Bradley: I am being uncommonly kind this after- 
noon. There were some hints of a good reason to be kind 
to the government, but I never see them come to fruition at 
any time. 

Anyway, dealing with the specific bill that we have 
before us, there is certainly a need for some fiscal respon- 
sibility on the part of this government. I suspect, and I 
have said this in my budget speech and on other occasions, 
that what happened in the first crack at the job of govern- 
ment was that a bad job was done of evaluating each of the 
ministries. 

I have said on many occasions as well in the House 
that I am not one who believes the government was not in 
a position to run a deficit in the midst of a recession, 
particularly a recession as deep as this. The quarrel is re- 
ally over the size of the deficit. Now the Treasurer keeps 
talking about supply-side economics and accusing me of 
being a proponent of it simply because I do not want to see 
the Treasurer of this province tax people out of Ontario. 

Wherever I go, whether it is in Azilda, Bismarck, St 
Catharines, or Beaches-Woodbine, the people say to me, 
“Our taxes are too high and we need a government that 
will evaluate expenditures very carefully and eliminate 
programs which are not necessary, and perhaps bring in 
new ones that are necessary.” 

The Treasurer calls. that fine-tuning. Fine-tuning, of 
course, will be announced, I believe, next week in the 
House when the Treasurer announces the withdrawal or 
modification of his tax on auto workers that is so detri- 
mental to the automotive industry in this province and 
does not solve any environmental problems. 

This measure establishing a Treasury Board at least 
focuses some attention on the NDP government on the 
matter of fiscal responsibility. There are some new pro- 
grams the government is bringing forward that merit the 
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support of all members of this House and there is going to 
be a need for money for those programs. 

The Chair of Management Board, who is here today, is 
also the Minister of Health. There is nobody who does not 
recognize that the costs of health care in this province are 
going to rise somewhat, particularly if all the necessary 
services are provided. If there is a new computerized axial 
tomography scanner, a second CAT scanner in the Niagara 
Peninsula, there may be some marginal increase in the 
costs, but there is a recognition that it is a needed and 
essential service. 

If the Chair of Management Board and Minister of 
Health is going to have sufficient flexibility to introduce 
new programs or new facilities, then she is going to re- 
quire a look at some of the other expenditures. 
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We in the opposition will perhaps sometimes chastise 
when programs are removed. The Minister of Education 
has gone through this process. She has removed the On- 
tario scholarship awards in this particular year, and that 
was not an easy decision. I suspect she did not do that with 
a wave of the hand. I suspect there was a lot of discussion 
of that measure within cabinet. I am critical of it. I do not 
think it was a good move. Nevertheless, it is part of the 
process a government has to go through to weigh its priori- 
ties, and that is what I see the Treasury Board of cabinet 
doing. 

Unfortunately, this year we have a $10-billion deficit. 
Next year, I see the Treasurer projects somewhere around 
$9 billion, and in the two years after somewhere around $8 
billion. I would have thought, recognizing that we are in a 
difficult position economically at this time, in a recession, 
there was going to be a substantial increase in the deficit. I 
think to pretend otherwise would simply be overly partisan 
or unrealistic. I did not anticipate it would be $10 billion 
and I think that is exceedingly high for this province. 


What I am even more concerned about is seeing the 
projected deficit next year and the year after and the year 
after, and the accumulated debt that brings to Ontario. We 
have in our gallery at the present time young people who 
are in the school system. I said at the time it would cost 
$5,000 for every man, woman and child in the province. A 
friend of mine corrected me and said: “Forget about every 
man and woman in the province. It is the children who will 
assume those costs.” Part of those costs will be the interest 
payment on the debt. 

I think the establishment of the Treasury Board, and 
the reason I will support this bill, will focus the attention 
of the government on government efficiency. I suspect 
what happened in this exercise, because the government 
had just come off the election campaign trail, was that all 
the ministers went to the Chair of Management Board, 
who is a generous person and an understanding person on 
many of the programs that people have put forward. I sat 
on the Management Board of Cabinet for years and if you 
are not unpopular with your colleagues, you are probably 
not doing an appropriate job. That comes with time. The 
first year you are more popular and in the years after that 
you get less popular. You certainly are not allowed to smile 


if anybody makes a presentation to the Management Board 
of Cabinet. 

First, what is really required each year is a careful 
assessment of the programs. There are a lot of existing 
programs in government today about which you wonder 
why they continue to exist other than that they have been 
there for ever. It is very difficult to remove them, because 
if you remove them the opposition will be up to say, “You 
should not remove it because it is an essential service.” 
You will have another situation where some members of 
the public with a vested interest will say: “You can’t re- 
move that program. Remove something else.” It is a diffi- 
cult exercise to go through. Nevertheless, it is necessary. 

Second, in times when you are in a pinch for money, 
you have to make sure you do not necessarily introduce 
new programs that do not have to be introduced in that 
fiscal year. That is what Management Board was supposed 
to have been doing and that is what Treasury Board no 
doubt will be doing as one of its responsibilities outlined 
by the Treasurer. 

The third thing is implementing programs in stages. 
Very often the minister who is proposing a program and 
the advocacy groups that are supporting it would like to 
see full implementation of the program in one fiscal year. 
Very often it is wiser to implement the program over a 
number of years so that the fiscal impact, the financial 
impact, is not so great. The other advantage of this is that 
the government then has an opportunity to see whether that 
program is going to bankrupt the government and whether 
it was ill-conceived in the first place, as I have described 
the tax on auto workers. We have to make sure that those 
programs, when implemented, are done in appropriate 
stages. 

What they have to look at as well is the long-term 
implication of programs. The Treasurer mentioned it in his 
initial remarks and I think it is important. I wish he and his 
colleagues had done it this time. They have not. I am not 
necessarily predicting they are going to do it in the future, 
but at least they will have a mechanism to do it. 

Again, various ministers bring forward a program. It 
may have been on the agenda for power that the NDP had 


. 


| 


during the election campaign. They may have a number of — 


ministers say: “Look, we made this promise and it is an 
important promise. It is a good program.” But the Chair- 
man of Treasury Board, as I presume the person will be 
called in this case, will have to look at the financial impli- 
cations of all those programs. 

The Treasurer, now nine months into office, is no 
doubt becoming more unpopular with his colleagues be- 
cause he is the person who begins to understand the finan- 
cial implications of what they are proposing. I do not 


imagine there are too many of his colleagues coming to | 


him saying, “Would you please spend less money in my. 
riding, or would you please spend less money on this pro- 
gram or that?” 


Interjection. 
Mr Bradley: That is a definite change. The Treasury 


Board will have to look at those long-term implications. | 


The Minister of Health is wrestling with the problem of | 


| 
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| 
long-term health care. It is a good move to move into 
long-term health care. In going into it, she has found it is 
not without its costs and that some of the initial start-up 
costs and some of the initial operating costs could be great 
in the long term. She has to weigh that against some of the 
_ other immediate pressures. 
| I can recall taking into account strikes that took place, 
_ for instance. If the public health nurses went on strike, they 
did not have the clout that others had to deal with these 
_ particular situations. There were not any people standing 
up clamouring to have the public health nurses back be- 
cause they provided a different kind of service, some diag- 
nostic health care, but largely preventive health care. I tell 
_members that if people in the acute care sector say they are 
going to withdraw their services, the government moves 
quickly and there is a good deal of pressure on the minis- 
ter, some of it brought by those of us in opposition, to 
increase expenditures for hospital purposes. She has to do 
this at the same time she is doing it for long-term health 
care, So we have to look at the long-term implications. 
The other thing I hope would happen, and the Trea- 
surer alluded a bit to this, is some co-ordination of expen- 


_ditures and activities between ministries. I get the 


impression, and I have had it for some time, that there is 
some rivalry between ministries. The Ministry of Commu- 
nity and Social Services and the Ministry of Health have 


_ mandates that overlap from time to time. While some good 
efforts have been made to co-ordinate their activities, de- 


lineate their responsibilities and effect efficiencies while 
providing good service, I am convinced that still is not 
where it might be, that there is not that separation of re- 
sponsibilities when necessary nor the kind of co-ordination 
and co-operation that is necessary. I hope the establish- 
ment of the Treasury Board will provide that. 

But the establishment of this particular segment of 
government in itself will not solve the problems. It is a 
mechanism. It allows the Treasurer, the Chair of Manage- 
ment Board and whoever assumes this position of Chair of 
Treasury Board to be able to do what those of us in opposi- 
tion have advocated and what some in government perhaps 
are advocating, certainly what those in the public are advo- 
cating, and that is to bring about efficiencies in govern- 


ment. Right now the expenditures of this government are 


out of control. I thought that at budget time the Treasurer 


simply went through the combination, opened the vault 


and every paw from every one of the ministers came in to 


grab a segment of money out of there. The money obvi- 
ously was spilling on the floor as they were heading out 
_and the expenditures grew over 13% to $52 billion. 


I could be wrong in this, but I suspect the Treasurer 
may want to look this up some time and confirm or deny 


for me that the expenditure for the province of Ontario is 


about fourth in North America in size of budget; it would 


be the US federal government, the Canadian federal gov- 


ernment, the state of California and I would suspect we 
may be fourth largest in our budgetary expenditure. 
1550 

One of the reasons is health care. That is a very good 
reason for our expenditure level being where it is, remem- 
bering that the state government has not nearly the health 


care bill we have here. I was looking at figures one day 
and saw that the actual health care component of our bud- 
get was higher than many state budgets, and that is be- 
cause Canadians and the people in Ontario have indicated 
a desire to see expenditures in the field of health. 

I indicated early on that I would not be speaking exten- 
sively on this particular bill. If it ever goes to committee, 
there will be an opportunity to discuss it further, or later on 
in other debates that take place, even if it is not a debate on 
this bill. 

I think it is essential that there be an establishment of 
this kind of component. It really boils down to the will, the 
ability and the desire of the government to be efficient 
more than any mechanism. But if the establishment of this 
ministry or of this component of government will assist 
those who have the responsibilities of office today in fo- 
cusing on that particular issue and doing that job better, 
then I do not think it would be very responsible of those of 
us in Opposition to be opposing that effort and the estab- 
lishment of Treasury Board. I simply hope that with the 
establishment of Treasury Board we bring about the kinds 
of efficiencies in government which will allow generous 
expenditures in the areas that are a high priority and very 
much needed by our population, and an elimination or 
limiting of those expenditures that are not essential to pro- 
vide service to people in this province. 


Hon Ms Lankin: I will respond as the Chair of Man- 
agement Board. In general, I have to say I agree with much 
of what the member spoke to with respect to the need for 
vigilant review of expenditures on programs. We are no 
longer in a situation where we can look at new programs 
just as add-ons on top of what is there. There has to be a 
comprehensive program review and that is exactly what 
we are moving into. 

There are two things I particularly want to touch on; 
first, the rather gratuitous comments about the process that 
went on this year at Management Board. I need to say 
there was a significant review of programs in the very first 
few months of government and getting to know ministries. 
We cannot ignore the fact that through that process $700 
million was cut out of budgets. That is the largest amount 
of money ever found in any kind of program review in the 
history of the Ontario government. I think that is impor- 
tant, although I know the member often makes comments 
and has criticisms with respect to some of those areas of 
cuts we have undertaken. I understand these things are not 
always popular, but they are important. 

Second, I could not agree more with his comments 
about the health care system in terms of the spiralling costs 
and our need to manage them. Those are exactly the kinds 
of measures we are putting in place. 

Last, I just want to make a brief response with respect 
to the sole focus of his comments, the efficiency and man- 
agement of our finances and the fiscal responsibility. The 
other equally important part of this is that there has not 
ever been a government that has spent the time, resources 
and energy in looking at human resources, information 
technology and the other important issues that need to be 
done that were buried beneath the expenditure control 
function of Management Board. I see that issue within the 
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new or reformed Management Board as equally important 
to the creation of the Treasury Board. 


The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): The honour- 
able member for Parkdale is not in his seat. Will you 
please resume your seat. 


Mr Ruprecht: You have of course seen this immedi- 
ately and I really appreciate that. 

As our colleagues have indicated earlier, we are de- 
lighted that the Management Board will be reconstituted to 
provide for strategic focus and enhance corporate policy, 
but I expect that the new Chairman of Management Board 
or Treasury Board will not be chairing over the deindustri- 
alization of Ontario. I think that should also be part and 
parcel of the focus of this new policy of Treasury Board. 
The question necessarily remains, what is the chairman 
going to do about stopping the haemorrhaging and bank- 
ruptcies and moving corporations south of Ontario, either 
to the United States or Mexico? They will need every 
aspect of thinking from Mr Laxer and other people who 
already have indicated the problem very specifically, 
namely that the deindustrialization of Ontario has to stop. 

I think that chairman has to ask himself or herself later, 
what incentives will they produce? I know it is great that 
we want to introduce greater efficiency into the Treasury 
Board. However, the question still remains: What incen- 
tives will they produce? Will they reduce taxes on gas? 
Will they reduce income taxes? What will they do? Talk- 
ing about efficiency, I hope they will also introduce some 
policies that they will address themselves directly to the 
kinds of issues that are essential in maintaining the jobs 
and the corporations in this province. 


Mr Sutherland: I just wanted to make a couple of 
comments in response to what the member for St Catha- 
rines said. I too agree with most of what he said. I thought 
a couple of other comments were a little gratuitous, as the 
Chair of Management Board said. That was his comment 
about indicating that cabinet members were not dedicated 
in their attempt to control expenditures. Knowing fellow 
cabinet members, I would disagree with him on that. 

He also made the claim that expenditures are out of 
control. I disagree with him on that unequivocally. I think 
there is a sense to control expenditures. 

The member for St Catharines was in the House yester- 
day when his colleague the member for Renfrew North 
gave a very eloquent dissertation about the state of the 
economy and government deficits, indicating that no Trea- 
surer would be able to get away with a deficit less than $7 
billion, be it the member for Brant-Haldimand or any other 
Treasurer. The comments of the member for Renfrew 
North about funding issues and taxation issues were very 
well received and were good commentary. 

I find it interesting that today, after hearing that, the 
member for St Catharines indicated that spending is out of 
control when we are in the worst recession since the 
1930s. We have not seen a recession have such a severe 
impact on the people of Ontario since that time. There is 
no doubt that it requires a very significant response. 

Overall, I think the idea of the Treasury Board is a 
good one. There is no doubt that as a government you have 


to make priorities and you have to make the tough deci- 
sions. Usually it is choosing between the lesser of two 
evils. I believe this Treasury Board will allow that to occur 
effectively. 


Mr Phillips: I would like to commend the member for 
St Catharines for his thoughtful remarks and just say how 
much I agree with the comment he made to the Treasurer 
about the need to control expenditures. I think all of us 
acknowledge this is a tough year and that there needs to be 
a deficit. But looking ahead for the next seven years in the 
Treasurer’s budget, the deficit never falls below $7 billion. 
The good times are coming, as the Treasurer says in his 
budget, but even in the good times the deficit never falls 
below $7 billion. 

The debt will go from about $40 billion, when this 
government came in, to about $100 billion in 1997-98, an 
astonishing number. This is a point that I think the Ontario 
community is looking at. Yes, we can accept the need to 
have a significant deficit this year, but is it realistic to have 
deficits never falling below $7 billion year after year? That 
is what is of concern to the people of Ontario. 

I make another point to the Chair of Management 
Board, who is also the Minister of Health. The Minister of 
Health will know that I think it is a mistake to have one 
minister responsible for both of those things, as competent 
as she is, and there is no question of that. I sent a letter to 
the Premier saying it is just not right for the Ministry of 
Health to have a part-time minister. 

I say to the minister and the Treasurer that the corner- 
stone of restraint the Treasurer mentioned this morning 
was the new agreement with the Ontario Medical Associa- 
tion. I repeat for him that he has no control over that. The 
$5 billion will be determined not by the Treasurer but by 
an independent arbitrator. I just want to make certain we 
remind ourselves of that because in two or three years 
from now that is who will be the Treasurer’s assistant. 
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The Acting Speaker: The member for St Catharines 
has two minutes rebuttal time. 


Mr Bradley: Thank you very much for the opportu- 
nity to do so. First of all, I want to say one of the reasons 
the government will have to exercise the kind of fiscal 
responsibility it has not this year—and I anticipate it really 
did not intend to next year—is because the Treasurer is not 
going to have an option, which has been available to other 
treasurers in years gone by. With the mood of the public 
right now, the Treasurer will not be able to easily increase 
taxes. In years gone by that was sustained. The public 
complained, but in the long run accepted tax increases. 
This Treasurer in the next few years is not going to have 
that luxury. That is why it is important the Treasury Board 
do its job appropriately. 

Second, they are also under the handicap of having no 
business experience on that side of the House. I am not 
from the business community either— 


Interjection. 


Mr Bradley: It makes a big difference. This is inter- 
esting because they all moan. The teacher, the member for 
Middlesex, says, “You people, all you worry about is that.” 
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I am going to tell the members of this House that business 
experience is lacking. I hope they are able to elicit it from 
other sources because they do not have it. I do not have 
business experience either, but many of my colleagues do. 
Last, I want to say something the Treasurer is well 
aware of in this province, he is going to find expenditures 
dictated by courts and tribunals he will have to meet. This 
is what the government will be faced with. He is going to 
be blamed, the Chairman of Management Board of Cabi- 
net is going to be blamed and the Chair of the new Trea- 
sury Board. Courts and tribunals will be dictating to this 
government how it is going to spend its money. That is 
why it is so important this job be carried out appropriately 
with the new ministry. 


Mr Stockwell: I am reminded about the comments of 
the now Premier, then Leader of the Opposition, when it 
‘came to conflict-of-interest guidelines, that it does not 
make any difference how the guidelines are if no one is 
willing to enforce them. The question that comes to mind 
is that, similarly, it does not make any difference how 
tough the Treasury Board is on paper, if no one is willing 
to make it stick then they will not make any tough deci- 
sions on spending. That is really what it comes down to. 


It is not a question of which board the government and 
the members across the House set up, how many boards 
they have or how many people sit on those boards or com- 
missions, it is a question of whether they are prepared to 
make the tough decisions that need to be made to reduce 
costs and spending. 


The suggestion has been made by the members oppo- 
site that spending was not out of control and the budget 
was basically somehow being managed properly, I beg to 
differ. I think spending is out of control. Anyone in today’s 
economy would probably say a 13.4% increase in spend- 
ing is excessive. If the medium-term fiscal plan is any 
indication, the Treasury Board is not going to be very suc- 
cessful at controlling spending in its first few years be- 
cause by 1994-95, the government will be spending nearly 
$65 billion. That is a few short years away. It is projected 
they will spend $65 billion and the deficit will be reduced, 
if you can call it that, to $7.8 billion. 


Their suggestion today is that by striking a Treasury 
Board, they can fine-tune the spending. I think the 
Treasurer’s comments were “fine-tuning.” That is a fa- 
-vourite word of the Treasurer. In my opinion, fine-tuning is 
‘not necessary; some hard, tough decision-making is neces- 
sary. Whether they call it the Treasury Board or the Man- 
agement Board, I would be perfectly happy for whoever 
makes those kinds of tough decisions to make them. 


_ As I said before, it must be a little bit philosophical. I 
do not disagree with my friend from the Liberal Party who 
just spoke. There is some benefit to having some business 
background in making these decisions. I am not saying 
they all have to be business people or involved in the 
business community. Certainly we can have some union 
representation, some teachers, as he pointed out, and oth- 
‘ers involved in making decisions. But to simply suggest 
these decisions can be made exclusive from any business 
background, I think, is folly. 
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It seems to me that by setting up a Treasury Board or a 
Management Board without a single representative with 
some kind of business background on exactly what it takes 
to own and operate a business, or in fact work and operate 
a business from a management point of view, is folly. 

The suggestion is that you consult and work together. I 
also agree with that. When you make decisions you con- 
sult with all parties, you take decisions and recommenda- 
tions and you incorporate them in that. My only complaint 
is that there is no business person being put on this board 
who can give a different perspective. I am not saying it is 
the only perspective, but clearly it is a perspective that 
needs to be outlined. 

The business community is not very pleased with this 
government, this budget, or the attitude this government 
has taken to spending. That is what the business commu- 
nity has said on an ongoing basis. I think it would be 
sensible if this government listened to some of those 
things. It says it wants to consult and listen. A common 
theme runs through the comments about this budget: it is 
not very responsible. 

The government has before it a number of options for 
controlling its expenditures, and I think these are tough 
decisions: wage caps for the broader public sector, pro- 
gramming freezes, a freeze on direct operating expendi- 
tures, some of which have been debated in this House 
during this morning’s debate. There is no indication the 
Treasury Board is going to be able to do the slightest thing 
to change this government’s philosophy of trying to spend 
ourselves rich. It just does not work. You cannot spend 
your way to prosperity. That is where I think the business 
decisions need to be made with some background in the 
business world. As I said before, it does not have to be 
completely backgrounded by the business community, but 
clearly some would be nice, it would be useful. 

I tend to be cynical when it comes to government 
boards and commissions that are set up. I find most gov- 
ernment boards and commissions that have been struck to 
be— 


Mr Owens: Like the CNE board. 


Mr Stockwell: Yes, as a matter of fact, it does. So I 
guess the member struck out on that one. 

I find most boards and commissions tend to waste a 
tremendous amount of taxpayers’ money and accomplish 
very little. I can point to a number of occasions where we 
have struck committees, commissions and task forces, and 
we have reports this high and never is a decision made. 
Municipally, it works the same way; it is avoidance. In 
fact, it is avoidance from making a decision. 

I also hark back to the throne speech of this govern- 
ment in which there was a tremendous amount of window 
dressing. The window dressing I have seen—they call 
them puff pieces in the paper; I tend to call the window 
dressing fluff—the fluff we have seen this government 
come out with seems to relate back to this kind of thing: 
we will organize a Treasury Board that will show we are 
interested in holding the line, interested in fine-tuning the 
costs or interested in saving money. They are really not 
interested in that at all. If they were interested in that, they 
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never would have let the government go on a spending 
spree the likes of which we have never seen before. 

We are going to accumulate $35 billion in debt in the 
next four years under the socialists. I suggest it is going to 
be considerably more than $35 billion. We are looking at 
$8 billion in new taxes. This government talks about a 
$5-million saving here and a $4-million saving there. It is 
a spit in the ocean, with all due respect to the government. 
If this is the kind of fine-tuning this government is talking 
about, it is simply wasting a lot of taxpayers’ money and 
time, and creating the image that it is trying to fine-tune 
and make the government more efficient. 

Some of the puff or fluff this government has gone 
through—and this is another example: standing committee 
on government agencies reviewing the appointments of 
this government. It is another bit of window dressing this 
government does to pretend it has a holier-than-thou atti- 
tude than previous governments. It is so farcical because 
all it has done—and this ranks right up there with the 
Treasury Board—is to refer the cabinet appointments, in 
council as it calls them, to a committee made up of a 
majority of the members of the government. That commit- 
tee then recommends who they would like to interview. 
They can interview only one person, recommended by the 
government to fill the position, which generally, but not 
always, looks like they favour the policies of the socialist 
government. I am not saying that is wrong, I think that is 
right. If you are going to make appointments and you are 
elected, then make the appointments. The puff package 
comes in where it strikes this standing committee on gov- 
ernment agencies, refers it there and then says it has duly 
gone through the process, been vetted and approved, when 
all that has happened is—and even the member for St 
Catharines can attest to this, never yet has a government 
member on that standing committee on government agen- 
cies voted against any recommendation the cabinet has 
made. It is pure puff; it is window dressing. It is laughable. 
Now they— 

Hon Mr Laughren: Would you abolish the process? 
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Mr Stockwell: I would abolish the process in a sec- 
ond, Mr Treasurer; it is a colossal waste of taxpayers’ 
money. They go back to their communities and say: 
“We’re holier than the Liberals and we’re holier than the 
Conservatives. Our appointments aren’t patronage because 
they go through an impartial, unbiased committee process.” 


Mr Hope: You finally see that now. 


Mr Stockwell: Please stop. I said that before the gov- 
ernment even started the committee. I said that is how it 
was going to operate. The government is wasting 
taxpayers’ money. It is insulting to the taxpayers and it is 
insulting to me and this party. I believe it is probably in- 
sulting to the Liberal Party. Please stop it. If the govern- 
ment is going to make its appointments, make them, and 
stand up and defend them, but do not put it through this bit 
of fluff and pretend it is honest and sincere and these are 
not really patronage appointments. ;, 

Another fluff point they made—and I classify this 
Treasury Board announcement or the Treasury Board Act 


as another piece of fluff—is the Fair Tax Commission. 
This government got elected making promises on the tax 
system, promises that were impossible to fulfil, that in no 
way could be accomplished. So what did the government 
do? Rather than go ahead and do them, which it stated it 
would do in its agenda for power, agenda for landfill or 
whatever you want to call it, it struck a commission which 
it never mentioned once during the election, never once in 
the past 35 or 50 years it has been sitting in here. All it 
talked about was a corporate minimum tax, making the 
rich pay because they were not paying, the poor people 
getting ripped off, etc. It always spoke that way. When it 
had its opportunity to introduce it, it did not, it struck a 
commission it had never spoken about before in its life 
until it got into this House—another piece of fluff. 

The real laugh of all is that this commission was sup- 
posed to report back for the first time in six months, in 12 
months, 18 months, then 24 months, and now it is not 
reporting back for three years. So all those promises the 
government made to the people of this province on taxes, 
which was really a foundation for it to be elected because I 
think people honestly felt they were being ripped off with 
their taxes, it will not even be able to implement until 
probably its last year and it will not get them fully imple- 
mented then. Its campaign rhetoric, I know, will be, “Vote 
us back in so we can implement the promises we made 
four years ago.” 

I have said all along the socialists got elected on 
Agenda for People. I dare them to implement Agenda for 
People. I challenge them to implement it. They do not have 
the intestinal fortitude to do it, they do not have the guts, 
because it is a hopeless document. It was a hopeless docu- | 
ment thought up in a frenzy one weekend and written 
down by people who had no idea they were going to win 
the election. 

Now we are coming to those three pieces of fluff: the 
Agenda for People, the standing committee on government | 
agencies’ review of government appointments and the Fair 
Tax Commission. What do we get to now? We get to a 
government which has been absolutely harpooned on its 
budget, its 13.4% increase, its $9.7-billion deficit, its $35- | 
billion debt and its $8-billion increase in taxes in the next 
four years. It has been harpooned on this from all angles. 

The Treasurer had the audacity this morning to suggest 
that business supported his budget and his programs. With | 
all due respect to the Treasurer, that is a laugh. Business 
does not support his programs or his budget. Maybe it is. 
important that we do go out on this committee to tour the’ 
province so they can be very clear and tell the Treasurer 
they do not support this kind of budgeting and they do not. 
think it is a good idea. If the Treasurer really believes 
business supports his budget, he is sadly mistaken. That is 
not a question on whether it is a:good budget. a bad bud- 
get, or a supportable budget. That is simply on stating this. 
particular bit of information for him. Business does not 
support his budget. They think it is a bad budget and they’ 
think it is driving the business community out of this prov- 
ince and driving a wedge between him and the government. — 

Having said that, I will be very curious to go out on. 
tour this summer with some of my friends opposite so they 
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‘can hear directly from the people. Those people in the 
ridings across this province, probably some held by the 


-members opposite, will be very clear, if they are business 
people or are involved in any kind of business where taxes 
have hit them and deficits are hard to accept, that they do 


not support it. Then when we get back into the House the 
next session, maybe the Treasurer can withdraw that state- 


ment, because, en masse, business does not support this 
budget. 


Hon Mr Hampton: That is all that matters, eh, business? 


Mr Stockwell: No, I never said that. I say to the At- 
‘torney General that is a rather unfair analysis of what I 
have said, and if he had been here during the whole period 
of time he would have seen that I said “one sector within 
the government,” so maybe if he had sat here and heard it 
he would not have made that kind of silly statement. 

I would like to make a couple of more points. The 
other argument put forward by this government is that 


there needs to be some human resource management. I 


will go on record as saying that whoever gets this respon- 
sibility—apparently it is Management Board—for human 
resource management, it is going to cost the taxpayers of 
this province a considerable sum of money. The savings 
they will accrue through the Treasury Board enactment, 
the savings they will accrue through making that board a 
going concern, they will easily spend, if not spend more, 
on human resource management. I know the socialists and 
I know how they like to spend on certain programs, and 
they love to give you all the rhetoric and they get into 
groups and they have group hugs and talk about all this 
‘resource management and the computer management and 
exactly how much money they are going to save you, 
when all that ever happens is they spend. They spend and 
spend and spend, with the thought that some day they will 
save some money. With all due respect, those savings 
never accrue and it costs a considerable sum of money to 
staff and pay for the program initiatives that are sponsored 


through programs such as human resource management. 


Mr Speaker, I guess you were shocked at how fair and 
evenhanded I was in commenting on the Treasury Board 
Act, but after spending a number of years in local council 
and dealing with these kinds of issues, I always believed 
the system in place at the time was probably an efficient, 
effective system and anyone who wanted to expand that 
| system was simply expanding it to cover up for shortcom- 
ings. If they were spending more money on staffing, which 
‘they would have to do, they would get back reports and 
ideas that they easily could have done through the old 
‘process, and what we are going to find here is something 
that will be very clear. In the next couple of years they are 
‘still going to spend $65 billion. In 1993-94 they are going 
to still have $35 billion in debt; I guarantee it, and it will 
probably be more. We are still going to see $8 billion in 
new taxes. We are going to see percentage increases in the 
double digits for the next three or four years. 

The Treasury Board will be a dismal failure because of 
one simple reason. It matters not how many boards and 
committees you have. It matters not how you set them up. 
at matters not how they report. You must have a philosophical 
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approach, when you are looking for cost reductions, to find 
cost reductions, and if you are not prepared to find them, 
you will not make them, and I will say categorically, the 
socialists in the province of Ontario are not prepared to 
make serious reductions in spending because they cannot 
help themselves. It makes them survive. They cannot stop 
spending. 
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Mr Bisson: I, too, would like to be fair in this debate, 
the same as our counterpart the member for Etobicoke 
West. Just a couple of very quick points. One point was the 
question on the Fair Tax Commission. If he had taken time 
to at least peruse the budget he would have found out that 
indeed we did come through in some of the things that we 
talked about in the Agenda for People and what the Fair 
Tax Commission is set up for. If he would have read, the 
member would have noticed that people with incomes of 
over $80,000 per year had a tax increase in order for them 
to take up some of their responsibility, and those below 
some $24,000 are not paying any tax whatsoever to the 
province of Ontario. The whole question of the Fair Tax 
Commission is something that is ongoing and recommen- 
dations are coming forward over the three-year period and 
they will be implemented as we go along. 

I then point back to the taxation system. I would tend 
to agree 100% with the point that we do have a regressive 
tax system, but I would point out to people that it was not 
New Democrats who put in place this tax system. I do 
remember 44 years of Conservative government and other 
governments in place that were not ours that put this tax 
system in place. We do intend to address that over the next 
four, eight, 12 years, whatever, by the grace of the voter. 

The other thing is, I would point to the deficit. The 
question of the deficit the member is totally aware of. I did 
a little bit of quick mathematics and found out that the 
federal government has increased the federal deficit by an 
amount equal to our provincial government’s total budget 
per year. Some $50 billion per year has been added over a 
period of seven years at the federal scene. This is by peo- 
ple, yes, who are from the business sector. It is not to say 
that the business sector does not have something to add to 
this government or any government, but surely it does not 
have all of the answers. I look back at our federal counter- 
parts, who are primarily people from the business sector, 
who gave us such things as the dismantling of FIRA, the 
free trade agreement and all kinds of wonderful legislation 
that has put this province in the mess that it is. 

He talks about group hugs. Yes, we do want to consult 
with the people out there, including the business sector, 
and it is not group hugs; it is working to be able to make a 
better Ontario. 


Mr Cordiano: My colleague made some previous re- 
marks with respect to efficiency and effectiveness of gov- 
ernment spending. Obviously I would agree with him that 
efficiency and effectiveness are probably the most impor- 
tant priorities when we are considering government expen- 
ditures, but, my God, we have not seen efficiency and 
effectiveness in the last little while in this province and 
certainly we can say that right across the country. 
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At the national level we have not seen the efficiency, 
the effectiveness and most of all we have not seen produc- 
tivity gains. Productivity gains should be the priority of 
this government’s spending. The government cannot ac- 
complish that without directing the kind of spending that it 
brought about in this budget to increases in the industrial 
sector and we are not going to see that with the kind of 
spending it is bringing about. We are not going to see jobs 
created, because there is no innovation in the kind of 
spending it has brought about. There is no meaningful in- 
novation in the areas we are talking about for job creation 
on a daily basis, on which we have criticized this govern- 
ment. There is nothing there. It is just, “Hand out the 
money, write the cheques, here’s a handout,” instead of a 
paycheque. 

Obviously that is not going to work. That has not 
worked over the years and we have come to the point in 
modern civilization, in modern economies, where produc- 
tivity gains directly equate with a high standard of living. 
We see this around the world. The members opposite have 
not got the message yet. The message is quite clear. If the 
government does not bring about productivity gains, if it 
does not spend that money effectively retraining our work- 
ers and making the most highly skilled workers in the 
world—dquite frankly, we are not too far from that, but the 
government has not done anything along those lines—I see 
the Treasurer coming in—that is the one quarrel I have 
with his spending. 


Mr Hayes: I really did not plan on getting into the 
discussion this evening, but I think I would really be re- 
miss if I did not clear up a few comments from the mem- 
ber for Etobicoke West. He made comments about the 
standing committee on government agencies and on ap- 
pointments and it is quite interesting how that member and 
some of his colleagues sat in there and went through the 
process and it was fine and dandy as long as we were 
appointing members from his party. We had one of the 
members come in for review and I thought it was really a 
disgrace how that member for Etobicoke West sat and put 
his back to the person we were interviewing and read a 
magazine. I have never seen anything so rude in all my 
life. 


The members from that party over there complain 
about not having enough members on the committee and 
yet they only show up when they feel like it. There are 
several times in that committee when we sat in there with- 
out a member from his party even being there. The process 
is a lot better than it was before, because the two previous 
parties— 


Mr Stockwell: The guy right in front of you is read- 
ing a magazine. Look who is calling the kettle black. Get a 
grip and sit down, you jerk. 


The Acting Speaker: Order, please. The honourable 
member will have his chance to rebut. Order, please. 


Mr Bisson: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I would 
just like to point out to the House some of the language 
that was utilized by the member for Etobicoke West across 
the floor here. 


The Acting Speaker: I did not hear any offensive lan- 
guage. I am sorry, it is not a point of order. 

Mr Bisson: I would put forward, Mr Speaker, that you 
review Hansard. 

The Acting Speaker: Thank you. 

Mr Hayes: The member can call me a jerk all he 
wants. If that is what I get called for speaking the truth, he 
can go ahead and do it. I wanted to wrap up very quickly 
here. That process we have now of appointing people is 


public, everybody sees it, and it is unlike before when — 


maybe the Premier used to appoint people in the previous 
governments and the members from their own caucus did 
not even know about it. 


Mr Ruprecht: I think the member for Etobicoke West — 


should probably explain to the House a bit more what he 
meant when he said that the business community is not 


happy with the Treasurer, with the government, and proba- — 
bly with the new establishment of the Treasury Board. I — 


wish he would expand on that. 

I will throw out a serious challenge today to the Trea- 
surer, who I have always thought was highly reasonable, 
and I know that he will take that point of view into ac- 


count. The promise has been made, very directly, not only — 
to the business community but almost to everybody, that — 
this government and this Treasurer would consult. We — 
hear, though, from group after group, from community — 
after community, that consultation has not proceeded. In — 


fact, we have heard that some groups or communities can- — 
not even get to talk to some of the ministers. The Treasurer — 
is probably a bit more open than some of his other col- | 
leagues, but nevertheless the challenge has to be that if you 


want to come up with an adequate policy, you have to 
consult and listen to the community and not engage in a 
policy that makes you frozen into inaction in terms of the 
communities that are engaged in wealth creation for this 
province. 


The Acting Speaker: We have had our maximum 


participation in questions and comments. The honourable — 


member for Etobicoke West for two minutes to rebut. 


Mr Stockwell: I will deal first with the comments — 
about implementing the tax policies and promises that this — 


government made in the Agenda for People. Let’s just ex- 
amine some of the promises this government made. I hap- 


pen to have a copy of the Agenda for People. It has been | 
scratched out and said “Agenda for Power,” then it was 


scratched out and said “Agenda for Landfill.” 


Minimum corporate tax: I did not see a thing about 


that. Funny, though, this government made that promise. 


Succession duties on estates of the rich and the super-rich: © 


Gosh, I did not see that in the budget. It is kind of interest- 


ing. That is one for the government; two for me. Specula- 


tion tax: right up there on hit parade. This government was 
going to introduce a new speculation tax: 75% if you sold 
within three years, 50% in four years, 25%—you did not 


see that in the budget. “The New Democrats propose rais- | 


ing the provincial share of education costs to 60% over 
five years.” This government did not do that either. 


One small recommendation this government made in | 
the Agenda for People it implemented, but the five or six | 
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| major promises it made it has not implemented, nor does it 
have any option to implement. So the suggestion that this 
government has implemented some of the tax requests it 
| had in its Agenda for People is laughable. The member for 
Cochrane South should maybe pick this up in the near 
future and read it, because he has obviously forgotten what 
| he wrote. 
__ As far as the member for Essex-Kent suggesting that 
during a committee meeting I was reading a magazine 
with my back apparently to the deputant, I apologize for 
having my back turned, but with all due respect, I was 
_probably reading about the accolades that were poured on 
_the Treasurer during his recent budget announcement. I am 
‘not sure what it could possibly have been, but I am certain 
it was a worthy document. With all due respect, if the 
member had just looked down one aisle while I was 
speaking and others in this House were speaking, one of 
his very own members was reading a magazine the entire 
time. People in glass houses should not throw stones. 
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Mr Sola: I just want to take a few minutes to put 
down a few of my ideas. The Treasurer has always been 
noted as a person of good humour and as a likeable guy, 
and I think this bill is just an indication that he wanted to 

have some fun with this House, because all he is doing is 
playing a game of ping-pong with a change of name. It 

used to be Treasury Board, it became Management Board, 

‘now it is going back to Treasury Board. When we take a 
look at the explanations for every change of name, it was 

always for the same reasons, efficiency in government and 
to allocate resources more effectively. 

If the remarks of the current Management Board 
Chairman were accurate about how well that department 
functioned during the recent allocations of the moneys for 
the budget, there would not have been any need for a 

change in name. I am just wondering, there must have 
been something that was untoward in her Management 
Board decision-making process and that is why the Trea- 
_surer has to change it. 
_ I would like to just pose a few questions. First of all, 
did the Chairman of Management Board complain of over- 
work or of too much responsibility? Why else would the 
Treasurer change the name and take the responsibility 
away from her? 
| Second, did the Treasurer lose a tug of war with the 
Chairman of Management Board? Because it seems to me 
| that, in the allocations in the last budget and in the negotia- 
tions with government employees, the Chairman of Man- 
“agement Board won out in favour of the employees. 
| Certainly a 6% or 5.8% increase in this time of recession is 
a little bit extravagant, I think we would all agree. 
| Third, will the Treasurer disband Management Board 
now that he has got Treasury Board? Otherwise what is the 
use of having a Management Board that will be perform- 
_ing exactly the same functions as a new Treasury Board? If 
not, the Chairman of Management Board will simply be 
getting her old job back, that being the job she had before 
she was elected when she was the chief negotiator for 
-OPSEU, because if she is not responsible for the financial 


allocation of moneys, she is simply there as an advocate 
for OPSEU. Since nobody else has a place on Treasury 
Board as an advocate, I do not think OPSEU should have. 

I think Bill 82 is nothing more than a lot of rhetoric to 
allow the Treasurer to staff the board with people who are 
more in tune with his dogmatic approach to the monetary 
woes of this province. He probably had a little bit too 
much flak from the present setup at Management Board 
and figured he needed a few more yes people in his board, 
and therefore along comes Bill 82, away goes Manage- 
ment Board, in comes Treasury Board. 

The only thing is, I hope that with the change of name 
there will be a change in attitude and a change in budget so 
that the projected $35 billion over the next four years will 
be substantially less because, although politically it is fa- 
vourable to us and the people on this side of the House, it 
would be a disaster for the province, for the people in this 
province. We hope he gets his act straightened out, turn the 
economy around and get things going. 


Hon Mr Laughren: I do appreciate the contribution 
made by all members. They may find this hard to believe, 
but I enjoyed the debate. 

I think members should understand that we are serious 
about attempting to get a handle on the control of expendi- 
tures in government. We know we cannot continue to have 
expenditures increasing at the rate they did this year. We 
are very much aware of that. We are very much aware that 
our very credibility depends on it, and second, that the 
province cannot afford those kinds of expenditure in- 
creases in the next few years. 

I think most members were fair in the sense that they 
understand that we do need to get control of the expendi- 
tures. There is some scepticism, I think partly because of 
the 13% increase this year, that we are serious about it, but 
I can tell them that we all have more to do with our time 
than set up another board or commission on which we 
have to sit just for window dressing purposes. That is not 
the case at all. 

The present Chairman of Management Board ex- 
plained it very well when she responded to the member for 
St Catharines. She indicated there were pieces missing in 
the old system and that we really do want to get a handle 
not just on the multi-year planning but also on expenditure 
management, looking at entire programs. We are very seri- 
ous about that. 

I agree with what the member for St Catharines said 
when he said that a lot of our expenditures in the next few 
years will be driven by courts and tribunals, rulings that 
are made to which we must adhere. We must obey them. 
That is a concern to governments at all levels, I suspect. So 
I do not dismiss his concern there at all. I found his com- 
ments helpful and positive. 

I have difficulty responding to the comments of the 
member for Etobicoke West because they were, quite 
frankly, phoney. They were laced with half-truths, if not 
untruths. He obviously does not know who is going to be 
on Treasury Board. That has not been announced, so how 
could he know that there is no one on Treasury Board with 
any business experience? As a matter of fact I, who will 
chair the Treasury Board, have had six years of business 
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experience in the retail sector. I have a business diploma 
from Ryerson, on top of other things, and I have my busi- 
ness experience at which I worked very hard. 


Mr Bradley: Selling encyclopaedias. 


Hon Mr Laughren: No, it was in the retail sector. 

For the member for Etobicoke West to stand in his 
place and pretend, state publicly, that nobody on the Trea- 
sury Board will have any business experience is at best a 
half-truth. It is not even that. I do not want to get into 
name-calling or I will be down to his level at which he 
called one of our members a jerk. I guess the loud and 
empty voice bespeaks the vacant mind, as Shakespeare 
once said. I am paraphrasing a bit, but I can tell him it 
simply is not helpful to the debate when he engages in that 
kind of name-calling and half-truth. It does not make this 
place function any better and it certainly does not help us 
as we try to put in place a Treasury Board that we are very 
serious about helping us control our expenditures in the 
next few years. 

It is simply not true that we went on a spending spree 
this year. We inherited a huge deficit with built-in costs 
this year, driven by the recession and, quite frankly, driven 
as well by the restrictions on transfer payments by the 
federal government which affected health care, social as- 
sistance and post-secondary education. 

I have not heard the members of the Conservative cau- 
cus telling me that we should be spending less on educa- 
tion. I have not heard them tell me we should be spending 
less on social assistance, which is a statutory requirement. 
As a matter of fact, I will be very specific. I have not heard 
the Conservatives tell us anyplace where we should spend 
less money. They just say, “Cut, cut, cut.” I am being a 
little bit unfair, I am not talking slowly enough and.I am 
getting ahead of myself. I will slow down a bit, because 
they have told me they thought we should freeze the civil 
service or at least reduce the increase to 2%. That is what 
they told us. They said: “That’s what you should do. You 
should freeze the civil service.” 


1640 

When I looked at the numbers in the civil service in 
this province, if we were to go even beyond what the 
Conservatives wanted us to do—they want us to limit it to 
2%, I believe—we could have taken it to zero increase, 
frozen it and, for the direct employees of the government, 
that would have saved us $250 million out of our $9.7-bil- 
lion deficit. That is exactly what it would have saved us. 
The Conservatives pretend that by doing that, certainly 
picking on people who are not responsible for the reces- 
sion and saying, “We’re going to make you the target, 
we’re going to make you the scapegoat”—I am sorry, that 
is not the way we function on this side any more. 

I was also concerned about the member for Etobicoke 
West talking about the Fair Tax Commission. He said, 
“You promised all these tax changes and then, in the bud- 
get, you don’t bring in the tax changes.” That is what he 
said. Later on he said, “You’re not consulting.” When we 
established the Fair Tax Commission, we drew from all 
over Ontario. It is a very representative tax commission, 
and the business community does not disagree with that 
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assessment of the tax commission. It is a very fair com- | 


mission. 
At the same time, when we announced that we were 


sending these tax measures to the Fair Tax Commission so 
it could consult widely in the province, we asked them to — 
fast-track two issues for this fall. One was the speculation — 


tax on land and the other was the minimum corporate tax. 
You cannot have it both ways. The member for Etobicoke 


West should not be able to talk out of both sides of his 
mouth and say, “You’re not consulting,” and when we say, | 


“We are consulting,” beat us up because we are consulting. 


That is hardly intelligent debate in this place. There is — 


nothing token about that kind of consultation. I see the 


member for Etobicoke West has come back in the place. It — 


is simply not true. We have worked very hard at consulting 
with the business community. 

As well, when I appeared before the standing commit- 
tee this morning, I do not recall saying that I said the 
business community liked our budget. That is not what I 
said. That is what the member for Etobicoke West is pretend- 


ing that I said. I wish he would be honest when he is trying to — 


tell people here what I said in the standing committee. 

All I am pleading for is some honesty in this place 
when we are quoting other members. That is all I am ask- 
ing. The member is entitled to beat me up, ideologically of 
course, and to be as critical as he is capable of being about 
me and the budget and the government. I recognize that, I 


accept that, I have been here a couple of years, but all Iam — 


saying is he should get his facts straight when he does so. 
That is not what he is doing. 


This afternoon, as a part of ministerial statements, I 


announced the fact that we wanted to establish a worker 
ownership plan in this province and that we were not intro- 
ducing the legislation now. We were going to have a con- 
sultation paper and a draft piece of legislation which 
would be sent out across the province this summer. We 
will consult widely with working people and with the busi- 


ness community. That is what I call meaningful consulta- 


tion, not after the fact, before the fact. So I think that the 
members opposite should at least be fair. 
The member for Etobicoke West is holding up An 


Agenda for People, which is a document of which I am — 


very proud. There is nothing in the Agenda for People I 
would want to walk away from. I think it is a wonderful 
document. What I have said over and over and over again 
is that the Conservatives in this province— 


Mr Stockwell: Read this; no substance, pal. 


Hon Mr Laughren: I wish the member for Etobicoke 
West would listen just for one minute. What the member 
for Etobicoke West is telling us one day is that we are 
spending too much money and there is too big a deficit. 
The next day he is up on his feet challenging us to imple- 


| 
| 


ment the Agenda for People. My friend should make up — 


his mind. What does he want? 
I want to wrap up before I get provocative in my re- 


marks and provoke the member for Etobicoke West into — 


some name-calling again. 


I do wish to thank the honourable members. We are | 
very serious about establishing a Treasury Board, which | 
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will help us to contain the expenditures in the province in 
‘the next few years. We regard that as a very important 
function and we will be taking it very seriously. I look 
forward over the next while to hearing some positive sug- 
gestions from the other side, and I mean this seriously, not 
in a partisan kind of way. I look forward to hearing from 
“members opposite suggestions on how we can do a better 
job on expenditure management. I am not asking them to 
take responsibility for the expenditure controls we put in 
place. That is our responsibility. We will take the political 
heat for them. At the same time, we will appreciate any 
_suggestions they have to help us do a better job. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 
Bill ordered for third reading. 


Le projet de loi devra passer a l’étape de troisiéme . 


lecture. 

Hon Miss Martel: There was a discussion earlier 
among the House leaders to do both Bills 108 and 110 
together, so I would ask for the unanimous consent of the 
House to proceed in this manner at this time. 


Agreed to. 


SUBSTITUTE DECISIONS ACT, 1991 


LOI DE 1991 SUR LA PRISE 
DE DECISIONS AU NOM D’AUTRUI 


Mr Hampton moved second reading of Bill 108, An 
Act to provide for the making of Decisions on behalf of 
Adults concerning the Management of their Property and 
concerning their Personal Care. 

M. Hampton propose la deuxiéme lecture du projet de 
loi 108, Loi prévoyant la prise de décisions au nom d’a- 
dultes en ce qui concerne la gestion de leurs biens et le 
soin de leur personne. 


CONSENT AND CAPACITY STATUTE LAW 
AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT DES LOIS 
EN CE QUI CONCERNE LE CONSENTEMENT 
ET LA CAPACITE 


Mr Hampton moved second reading of Bill 110, An 
Act to amend certain Statutes of Ontario consequent upon 
the enactment of the Consent to Treatment Act, 1991 and 
the Substitute Decisions Act, 1991. 

M. Hampton propose la deuxiéme lecture du projet de 
loi 110, Loi modifiant certaines lois de 1’ Ontario par suite 
de l’adoption de la Loi de 1991 sur le consentement au 
traitement et de la Loi de 1991 sur la prise de décisions au 
nom d’autrui. 

Hon Mr Hampton: I am pleased that all members of 
the Legislature have recognized the public importance of 
the principles embodied in Bills 108 and 110, before us for 
second reading. The Substitute Decisions Act and the Con- 
sent and Capacity Statute Law Amendment Act are two 
very important bills for all people in Ontario who are or 
have felt vulnerable in the past. The two bills, together 
with Bill 74, the Advocacy Act, and the Consent to Treat- 
ment Act, link the themes of liberty, empowerment, self- 
determination and the right to make choices through 


i 
} 


comprehensive legislative reform. If they receive second 
reading, I understand that they will be considered together, 
with Bill 74, by the standing committee on administration 
of justice. 

Bill 108, the Substitute Decisions Act, is based on 
some important principles. One of these is the principle of 
self-determination that provides all adults the freedom to 
choose how to live. As members know, Bill 108 increases 
our self-determination by providing for powers of attorney 
for personal care. Under the bill, each adult can choose a 
substitute decision-maker to make decisions in the event 
that an adult becomes incapable, in accordance with his or 
her instruction and wishes. The bill recognizes the need for 
a number of safeguards, however, against abuse. 
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Another fundamental principle of the bill is embodied 
in section 7 of the Canadian Charter of Rights and Free- 
doms as the right to life, liberty and security of the person 
and the right not to be deprived thereof except in accor- 
dance with the principles of fundamental justice. The 
guardianship provisions of the bill and the establishment 
of the public guardian and trustee will advance those 
rights. It will help us to avoid and stop the financial exploi- 
tation and the neglect and abuse of people who are incapa- 
ble of choosing to get themselves out of these situations. 


Together with Bill 109, the Consent to Treatment Act, 
which provides for substitute decision-making for short- 
term health-related needs, we have, I believe, a complete 
package to meet the needs of people for principal substi- 
tute decisions. 

I believe the members of this House agree that substi- 
tute decisions are a last resort. People must, if possible, 
make their own decisions. There must be support for peo- 
ple who can, with assistance, make their own decisions. 
There must be advocacy to empower people to have their 
wishes heard. In proceeding with legislation of this kind, it 
is vital that we base our decisions on the fundamental 
principles of our law. 


Although both of the bills before the House today are 
the product of extensive consultation that spans three ad- 
ministration, I recognize that some of the issues involved 
are quite difficult. Therefore, I look forward to continuing 
the dialogue at the committee stage. 


At this point, I would like also to thank the member for 
Carleton once again for his contribution in focusing public 
attention on these issues. He has also been gracious in 
deferring the public debate of Bills 7 and 8. In doing so, I 
believe he has clearly exemplified the proper spirit for 
consideration of these bills. 


I am aware that there may be many members of the 
Legislature who have comments to make on these bills. I 
am aware that when they go out to committee there will 
probably be many interest groups who will want to make 
comments. So I will defer at this time. 


Mr Cordiano: I am happy to respond to the Attorney 
General’s Bills 108 and 110 on second reading. I look 
forward to the debate that will follow, along with debate 
on the Advocacy Act and the Consent to Treatment Act, 
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which together address the rights of vulnerable adults and 
mentally incapable individuals in our society. 

These pieces of legislation all together derive from a 
variety of reports commissioned by previous governments, 
as was pointed out by the Attorney General, in the three 
previous administrations. The Advisory Committee on 
Substitute Decision Making for Mentally Incapable Per- 
sons, which was called the Fram report after that, was 
commissioned by the Attorney General back in November 
1985. As a result of that, however, there remained certain 
aspects of the legislation that I believe deserve quite a bit 
more attention. 

Substitute decisions legislation was served to provide 
coherence to law in this area, allowing mentally incapable 
individuals to preplan for future incapacity, as well as pro- 
viding for both temporary and partial guardianships where 
the capacity is not permanently lost. There are some con- 
cerns I have which I would like to take the time to address 
this afternoon. 

First, as I pointed out in the debate on the Advocacy 
Act, there is the bureaucratic and formalistic approach that 
is being taken here, which de-emphasizes the role of the 
family. This, as members may remember from our previ- 
ous debate on Bill 74, was a major concern for us in the 
Advocacy Act. 

Second, as stated in the Fram report, as guardianship 
removes the fundamental right to self-determination, it 
should not be ordered easily. This is a recommendation I 
believe cannot be taken lightly. Guardianship removes the 
fundamental right to self-determination, and therefore 
every measure must be taken to ensure that guardianship is 
not overutilized. 

Third, it is unfortunate, once again as I pointed out 
earlier, that the Advocacy Act could not be debated along 
with the bills we are discussing today, because there are 
gaps in the bills, which I think come together. 

I will break this down into a variety of areas I want to 
address in my discussion here: the role of the family, as I 
pointed out in the Advocacy Act; protecting the right to 
self-determination; standard of proof; and the role of advo- 
cates in Bill 108. 

At first glance, Bill 108 ensures access to a substitute 
decision-maker for those who have no family or friends to 
turn to and creates a public safety net through the newly 
formed public guardian and trustee. The public guardian 
and trustee, it is argued, has the role of guardianship of last 
resort. However, they are also given the power to investi- 
gate the conduct of private guardians. In fact, rather than 
being the guardian of last resort, the appointment of the 
public guardian and trustee is often the first stage taken in 
the proceeding under this bill. The public guardian and 
trustee is even empowered to apply for temporary emer- 
gency guardianship or emergency assessments when justi- 
fied, and notice may be dispensed in urgent cases. 

Although these powers are limited to cases of demon- 
strated need, family and friends are not similarly empow- 
ered, and therefore it makes the role of the family, as I say, 
de-emphasized and weaker. We can justify this approach 
by saying we would protect mentally disadvantaged per- 
sons against abuse and mental or physical deterioration, 
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particularly when it is assumed we are dealing with an 
urgent case. However, it is inconsistent with the stated 


policy position of the government. 


This concern is consistent, however, with the concern I | 


raised with respect to the Advocacy Act, wherein the rights 


of families seem compromised in favour of the rights of | 


the guardian or advocates. It would seem that in both in- 


stances, the supportive role played by families and friends 


is not recognized and could undermine the integrity of | 


families and others, as it fails to create adequate safeguards 
against unwarranted interference by advocates. That is of 
fundamental importance. 

I think respecting this legislation I would like to talk 
about protecting the right to self-determination, because I 
think it is also a fundamental tenet of what we are under- 
taking here with respect to Bill 108. Bill 108 redefines 


mental incapacity for both the management of property 


and for personal care. Section 6 reads as follows: 


“A person is incapable of managing property if the 


person is not able to understand information that is rele- 
vant to making a decision in the management of his or her 
property, or is not able to appreciate the reasonably fore- 
seeable consequences of a decision or lack of decision.” 
Section 46, which deals with incapacity in the area of 
personal care, defines an incapable person as one who is 
unable to understand information relevant to a decision 
concerning health care, nutrition, shelter, clothing, hygiene 


or safety or not able to appreciate the reasonably foresee- | 


able consequences of a decision or lack thereof.. 

The Fram report in this instance stated that a person 
who can make a decision with assistance should not have 
his rights of self-determination removed. Guardianship 
should be used only when all other possible avenues have 
been exhausted, and that is of crucial importance with re- 
spect to Bill 108. 


Province-wide standards, I believe, will need to be es- 


tablished as to who exactly will be able to perform assess- 


ments on individuals, complete with stringent guidelines 


and criteria declaring someone incapable. 
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How will certain issues be considered, such as those 
who, for example, may be considered mentally incapable 


in some aspects, but have strong family support to assist 
them? Need they be labelled mentally incapable? Big 
question. There is the situation where the person can make 


the decision with assistance. How much assistance is too | 


much? 
Issues and questions such as these will necessitate the 


determination of standards across the province. I think this" 


is of the utmost importance in this legislation, the right of 
self-determination. Furthermore, the formalistic and bu- 
reaucratic approach of Bill 108 emphasizes the judicial 
process and could lead to overutilization of guardianship 
orders that will now be easier to obtain under this bill. 

This brings me to my next point: standard of proof. There 


is no mention of the standard of proof in Bill 108, although 


the compendium states that the standard of proof is the ordi- 
nary civil standard that is on balance of probabilities. 


| 


It is a rather curious omission, given that the impor- | 


tance attached to this in the Fram report was of a high 
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| regard. “The standard of proof determines the degree of 
probability that must be established by an advocate to evi- 
dence the party having the burden of proof to succeed in 
_ proving his or her case.” 
___ The Fram report recommended changing the standard 
_of proof in different situations. For example, the commit- 
tee report points out that, “Before appointing a guardian of 
property or of the person, the court must be without rea- 
sonable doubt that the person is mentally incapable of 
managing his or her property or personal care.” 

Again, I repeat, there has to be evidence that is “with- 
out reasonable doubt” that the person, the individual, can- 
not look after his own property, managing his own 

property and his own personal care. 

To restore an individual’s right to manage his or her 
own property, the Fram committee recommended that the 
person is more likely than not capable of management, the 
standard of proof being the balance of probabilities. To 
best protect this fundamental right of self-determination, it 
would seem that the standard of proof used to establish 
capacity of personal care should be lower than the one 
required to prove incapacity. In short, while it may be 
necessary to provide a substitute decision-maker for a per- 
son who is incapable of managing his or her own property, 
it should not be easy to do so. 

The standard of proof used in this legislation should be 
contained in the legislation at the very least. There is noth- 
ing in the proposed legislation which explicitly states that 
the burden of proof is on the person alleging the incapacity. 

I am turning my attention to the role of advocates in 
Bill 108. As I mentioned during the debate following Bill 
74, it is indeed very unfortunate that these three pieces of 
legislation were not dealt with together. I keep saying that 
because it keeps coming to my mind that it was of the 
utmost importance to do so. However, here we are and we 
are dealing with Bills 108 and 110 together, at least. 


When you read Bills 74, 108 and 109, it becomes clear 
that advocates have the most crucial role to play in these 
pieces of legislation. Under Bills 108 and 109, the advo- 
cates will be fulfilling the right of advocacy function, ex- 
plaining the person’s legal rights and options in the 

circumstances in which they find themselves. Bill 74, 
which establishes the Advocacy Commission and the role 
of advocates, specifically neglects to set up a rights advo- 
cacy program. I mentioned this in our debate earlier and I 
believe it is something that needs to be addressed. 

As it stands, I believe the rights advocacy function is 
_left to regulation. I appreciate that the bills will be going to 
committee, but I think the rights advocacy function is of 
crucial importance in protecting the fundamental rights of 
_self-determination. For a person who is allegedly incapa- 
ble, the visit of the rights advocate will provide him or her 
with unbiased information that could prove to eliminate 

_ the need for guardianship, and therefore very crucial. 

Bill 74 deals with the advocate’s role as it pertains to 

vulnerable persons, not mentally incapable persons. For 

this reason, I believe it is perhaps even more important that 

the rights of advocacy function be explained more fully 
and set out in Bill 74 in explicit fashion. 
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Finally, I think there is the concern that rights advo- 
cates in particular should be specially trained, as they 
could be the last opportunity an allegedly mentally incapa- 
ble person has to retain self-determination, and that person 
will be found to be able to manage his own property or 
personal care. I mentioned this in our previous debate on 
Bill 74, but that is very important. If the training of rights 
advocates is to be left in the regulations, as was pointed 
out, then I think it follows that the inclusion and recogni- 
tion of the critical role played by rights advocates in sub- 
Stitute decision-making should be found within the 
Advocacy Act. Their role, I believe, is far too important to 
be left out and I think that should be looked at in commit- 
tee, and we will be following up on that in committee. 

Let me turn my attention briefly to Bill 110 before I 
conclude. I would like to make a few comments regarding 
this piece of legislation, the Consent and Capacity Statute 
Law Amendment Act, which sets out the consequential 
amendments necessitated by the enactment of the Substi- 
tute Decisions Act. This act, Bill 110, amends 23 acts in 
this province and repeals the Mental Incompetency Act in 
its entirety. 

This further demonstrates the concomitant nature of 
Bills 74, 108, 109 and 110 and, as I pointed out earlier, the 
need for these bills to be dealt with in unison because there 
might be omissions and contradictions that are difficult to 
foresee in dealing with these bills separately. I do not recall 
if it has been agreed that these bills will be looked at as an 
entirety, as one package. I hope that does happen. 

I would like to conclude my remarks by emphasizing 
that the bills we are dealing with today are very timely. 
The years of study and consultation that took place by 
previous administrations were essential in leading to this 
point, bringing about legislation and bringing the bills for- 
ward today. I think the entire package introduces many 
positive changes in the empowerment of vulnerable per- 
sons and the manner in which their property is to be man- 
aged and in the personal care decisions of a fundamental 
nature that will be made on behalf of mentally incapable 
persons. I hope we have further opportunity to debate 
these bills in committee. Obviously, we will some time in 
the near future. 

Given that these pieces of legislation are interwoven, 
as I have pointed out many times, I think it would serve us 
well if these pieces of legislation were dealt with together 
in committee. I think as well that to remove the Advocacy 
Act from the debate surrounding the other three and to 
look at it independently is quite difficult. 

I think as well that future debate on the issue of substi- 
tute decision-making and guardianship, as with advocacy 
and the protection of the fundamental right of self-determi- 
nation, should remain the uppermost thing in our minds. 
We clearly believe that while guardianship is essential, it 
should not be used unless we have exhausted all other 
measures, because as | said earlier, it is fundamental for a 
person to have the right of self-determination. 

We should not be quick to judge a person incompetent 
or incapable of making his or her own decisions until we 
have exhausted all other avenues. I believe that is something 
that needs further work in committee. The regulations are to 
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address that, but I am quite concerned that there is a great 
deal of vagueness in these pieces of legislation. That 
vagueness must be looked at with a view to overcoming 
the inequities and the omissions that have been made in 
these pieces of legislation. 

I would like to say once again that the legislation is 
timely and I look forward to looking at those regulations 
as they are brought in. Hopefully, we will have a chance to 
look at those in committee in the not too distant future, and 
not look at those regulations some time a year later or six 
months later. I believe the regulations are of crucial impor- 
tance with respect to these bills, with respect to the omis- 
sions and vagueness I pointed out time and again. 
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Mr Sterling: I did not rise to compliment the member 
for Lawrence on his speech, but I do want to say that I 
thought it was well put forward in terms of touching a lot 
of the bases in Bill 108 and Bill 110. I believe, from his 
speech, that he has a good concept of what is being at- 
tempted here. 

Bills 74, 108, 109 and 110 are intertwined to some 
degree, but they embody different principles, and therefore 
in debating these I thought it was perhaps inappropriate 
that Bill 109 be included with Bill 108 and Bill 110, and 
therefore requested that the Attorney General put forward Bill 
108 and Bill 110, because I think there are some significant 
differences in dealing with the two pieces of legislation. 

I think, first of all, the whole concept of bringing to- 
gether the principles within one act—the common law, the 
former statute law, dealing with business matters of incom- 
petent people—is probably a noteworthy achievement on 
the part of not only this government but the previous gov- 
emment in terms of the amount of work that goes into a 
piece of legislation like this. Because of that, I hope that 
the interest in this legislation by the people who are in- 
volved will be significant, and the people who are in- 
volved in this legislation include primarily health 
providers and also the legal community. 

One of the concerns of course is that the whole concept 
of legislation as contained in Bill 108 and Bill 109 is the 
basic premise upon which it is based, and the basic prem- 
ise is that the person who is no longer able to speak for 
himself or herself is to be protected. 

Unfortunately, that throws upon the system or the peo- 
ple who try to craft this legislation the assumption that 
things have gone wrong in the past. I think it should be 
stated at the outset that there is no overwhelming evidence 
that there has been a significant problem in this province 
with the treatment of people who have been found incom- 
petent, either by the legal profession, by families or by 
health care providers. I think it should be noted that I do 
not believe the present government should be blamed in 
any way, or any kind of an onus should be on it, to defend 
itself in bringing forward this legislation, because I believe 
it is brought forward in good faith to try to seek a proper 
balance between the rights of the incompetent and the abil- 
ity of health care providers to take care of people who find 
themselves in problems, and the ability of the families and 
the legal profession to take care of the business matters of 


incompetent people in an honest and forthright manner, 
with the best intent of finding the wishes of the person 
who is incompetent and translating them into actions that 
are taken on their part, both in their personal care and in 
their business matters. 

One of the problems I have found with both pieces of 
legislation, Bills 108 and 109, is that they seem to have 
gone too far in terms of trying to protect the incompetent 
patient or the incompetent person to such a degree as per- 
haps to make the legislation a nightmare to implement. 
During the time we hear particularly from health care pro- 
viders, who are going to have to call the shot in the final 
analysis on whether treatment should be given or whether 
a transaction being taken on behalf of an incompetent per- 
son should or should not be done, and I am talking about 
the legal profession, perhaps. As we go through this pro- 
cess I hope we will say there is a balance to be struck here. 
We want to protect the incompetent person, but we also 
have to realize that our hospitals have to continue to run in 
a reasonably efficient manner so we can take care of the 
people in our hospitals. 

I have a concern about the complex nature of some of 
these bills in terms of what they try to do—the appeal 
mechanisms, the insertion of advocates in a number of 
instances where I feel it is perhaps not necessary and the 
frequency of the insertion of advocates, particularly in Bill 
109, which I will talk about at a later date or perhaps later 
this afternoon if we get to it. But I want to deal particularly 
with Bill 108, which I do not have as much concern about 
as Bill 109. As members may know, Bill 108 has instituted 
or brought into effect a durable power of attorney that I 
have very much been an advocate of for a long time. This 
was contained in a private member’s bill that I put forward 
to this Legislature and which received second reading, Bill 7. 

Bills 7 and 8 are before the standing committee on 
administration of justice as well. Bill 8 embodies the living 
will. Quite frankly, when I drafted Bill 7 it was devoid of a 
lot of structure necessary to make it a meaningful piece of 
legislation. I welcome very much Bill 108 as a replace- 
ment for Bill 7 and find it much more complete. In fact, it 
is much the superior piece of legislation. 

However, I say to the Attorney General that when talk- 
ing about durable powers of attorney for personal care, I 
am concerned that perhaps he has gone too far in terms of 
some particular aspects of that procedure. My drive behind 
Bill 7 and Bill 8 was to have as many people in Ontario as 
possible draw a durable power of attorney to retain their 
autonomy past the time they are able to take care of them- 
selves. They would pass on the right to another individual 
to say, “Norm Sterling, when he is no longer capable of 
taking care of himself’—I would pass along to another 
individual the right to make decisions as to my treatment. 
Unfortunately, under this bill there are many requirements 
in order to make the durable power of attorney a good 
power of attorney that will be followed by a health care 
provider who is faced with the decision of taking care of 
me. 
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The unnecessary step included in the Attorney) 
General’s legislation that I have heard some concern about 


relates to section 49 of Bill 108, the validation of the 
power of attorney. Under our present laws, if you make a 
power of attorney or a durable power of attorney, which is 
dealing with business assets, in other words, if you want to 
give to someone you trust the right to make decisions on 
whether to sell your property and sign a deed after you 
become incompetent, then you sign a power of attorney. 
The very fact that you have signed can be used by that 
person to sign that deed. The proof of whether it is valid or 
invalid falls upon the people who receive it. Under this bill 
there is a validation requirement. The attorney, the person 
who is entrusted with making the decisions, must apply to 
the public guardian, a trustee or a court in order to have the 
power of attorney validated. 

My concern is that by requiring that kind of step or that 
kind of process we will not encourage people to use this 
type of instrument to make their wishes known as to how 
they might want someone to take care of them after they 
become incompetent, but that it will discourage people to 
use a durable power of attorney. 

I have heard Mr Fram, the policy adviser on this legis- 
lation, say it is the intent of the government to encourage 
as many people in the province as possible to utilize this 
instrument. Now, the validation process brings a I number 
of questions to mind. For instance, if I want to make a 
power of attorney because I am going to have an operation 
and I need an emergency operation next week, how do I 
know whether I am going to have this validated by the 
public guardian or the public trustee by tomorrow when I 
have the operation? Or what happens if the operation is on 
the weekend if somebody has surgery after a car accident 
or after an emergency illness? 

In my view the whole idea of validating the power of 
attorney is far too bureaucratic and I think unnecessary. As 
I said in my opening remarks, there is no overwhelming 
evidence that physicians, families and friends have acted 
in a negative way with regard to trying to follow the 
wishes of a person becoming incompetent, therefore the 
additional requirement of validating a power of attorney is 
unnecessary. 

Perhaps an even more fearful thing about the validation 
process is the revocation of a power of attorney. In other 
words, if I have given to someone else the right to make 
the decisions about my personal care, before I become 
incompetent—some might argue that I have reached that 
Stage already; I noticed the previous speaker chuckling— 


Interjection. 


__ Mr Sterling: “There is a consensus in the House, fi- 
nally,” the Minister of Housing has said. 

But perhaps the greater concern is subsection 51(2), 
which is very small and which I draw to the Attorney 
General’s attention. “A revocation shall be in writing and 
shall be executed in the same way as a power of attorney 
for personal care.” 

I would like the revocation process to be as simple and 
as direct as possible. If someone made a durable power of 
attorney 10 or 15 years ago and then in an emergency, in a 
short period of time, knows that he or she is facing a 
Situation of becoming unconscious or approaching a period 
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of time when that is a very real likelihood, that person may 
want to do something very quickly in terms of appointing 
another person. I think section 49 and subsection 51(2) are 
deficient in allowing that process to take place. 

Perhaps the Attorney General will consider a registra- 
tion process that is voluntary, where registration would not 
be necessary in terms of validation of the power of attor- 
ney, and leave the decision of whether the power of attor- 
ney is valid up to the attending physician or health care 
provider involved and often the family. If, however, some- 
body wants to register a power of attorney, then so be it. 


I am going to raise the same objection with Bill 109, 
but under Bill 8 I had put in a section that said the living 
will would not come into effect if the person who had 
signed the living will was pregnant at the time. The dura- 
ble power of attorney does the same thing by giving to 
another person really very wide discretion in the treatment 
or withdrawal of treatment of a patient. Now there is some 
onus placed on the person who is receiving the power of 
attorney, the instructions to make decisions, and these de- 
cisions may include the withdrawal of medical services. 
Quite frankly, under Bill 109 there is a section that says the 
health care provider must follow the living will. 


I envisage a Situation that I hope would never occur, 
where a woman becoming unconscious in her fourth or 
fifth month of pregnancy had made a living will and the 
law says you must follow the living will. If that living will 
said the person wanted the withdrawal of medical treat- 
ment under certain circumstances, then the physician is 
obligated under that legislation to do so. Maybe a child 
could be saved if the woman were put on a life-sustaining 
apparatus until she were able to bear the child even though 
after that event she might never recover. 


I therefore ask that the minister perhaps include such a 
clause in this legislation, and I will be asking the Health 
minister to make the same kind of inclusion in her legisla- 
tion. I do not think that is going too far, and I think it will 
make clearer for the health care provider what he or she 
might have to do if faced with this situation. 


As I mentioned in my opening remarks, the bill is 
fairly complicated. I look forward to the hearings we will 
have on it and hope that the Attorney General or his parlia- 
mentary assistant, whoever is charged with going through 
the hearings that no doubt will be involved in this bill, will 
listen to the people who come before that with two things 
in mind, one being to have an open mind as to which way 
the Attorney General should make his final decision on 
each and every section. 

While this legislation was drafted with the greatest of 
intentions by a number of people who have been involved 
for a long period of time, the people who drew up this bill 
were not politicians. They were not people who repre- 
sented people. Therefore, I do hope that on legislation like 
this, which is non-partisan—nobody has a political stake in 
what happens on one section or the other section—the 
Attorney General will be open in accepting amendments 
from members of the committee, and I do hope that when 
the votes come on the various sections, they will not be 
along party lines. 
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Last, when these bills were put forward, they were put 
forward one day before the justice committee was consid- 
ering my two private member’s bills. I sent to each mem- 
ber of the Legislature a copy of my letter to the Chairman 
of the justice committee. There were 40 or 50 groups that 
had lined up to come before the justice committee, and 
these were groups that have great credibility: the Ontario 
Medical Association, the Ontario Hospital Association, the 
physicians, the nurses, many other health care providers, 
the Canadian Bar Association, many people who will be 
dealing with these and very many substantial groups. 


I wrote to the Chairman and asked him to suspend the 
hearings on Bills 7 and 8 until these bills could get in front 
of the justice committee so that they could be considered 
together. I did that for two reasons. First, as I admitted in 
my letter, my bills were deficient in some ways. Bill 108 is 
superior in dealing with durable powers of attorney, and 
Bill 109 is superior in some ways in dealing with living 
wills. Therefore, I thought it was unnecessary and not 
fruitful that groups come and centre their debate on Bills 7 
and 8. They should centre their debate on Bills 108 and 109. 


I do hope that the Attorney General and the Minister of 
Health, when they are dealing with these two bills, will 
attempt to simplify them as best they can when we go 
through that process. They will look for ways and give up 
the idea that we can protect in every situation and in every 
way the rights of an incompetent person if it is going to 
mean that living wills will not be drawn, if it means that 
durable powers of attorney are not going to be drawn, if it 
means that our physicians and health care providers will 
not be able to interpret what we have said in law and 
implement it in our hospitals. 


As was explained to me at a conference which I spoke 
to last Friday of health care providers and the legal profes- 
sion, I do not want health care providers going around and 
acting as lawyers, trying to interpret what they should do 
next, and being more concerned about the legalistic as- 
pects of this legislation than the care of their patients. The 
concern of the health care profession that I heard last Fri- 
day was that they were very much concerned that this was 
impractical in its implementation and that some doctors— 
not all the doctors but even if it is 10% of doctors—would 
act far too legalistically in their approach to these two 
pieces of legislation. 


We will be supporting Bill 108 and Bill 110, which is 
the companion bill to this piece of legislation, on second 
reading. We do hope there will be an open mind, as I said, 
to amendment in the future. I was proud to be part of the 
lightning rod which brought some of this legislation per- 
haps higher on the public agenda than it might have been 
had I not brought Bills 7 and 8. 


I do not take a great deal of credit in terms of these 
being fresh new ideas from the member for Carleton, be- 
cause there are a lot of people who thought about them a 
lot in advance of me and there are lot of other people who 
put a lot more work into these than I did, but I do take 
some small piece of satisfaction being a private member in 
Opposition and having some small impact on this issue. 
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Mrs Marland: I just want to take the opportunity to 
commend both the member for Carleton and the govern- 
ment in bringing forth these bills. The member for Carle- 
ton is being quite modest in saying that he does not take 
credit for them, but he did bring private member’s bills to 
the floor of this House on these subjects. They are subjects 
that for a long time have been very difficult for everyone 
to discuss, I think particularly for politicians, because we 
make ourselves vulnerable when we deal with what can 
potentially be a controversial issue. 

There are always those people who wonder, when we 
are dealing with something as sensitive as a living will, 
whether we are treading where angels fear to tread and in 
fact intervening in God’s holy order for things, whether 
His plan is that we live our lives out in whatever condition 
that happens to be, and they start to exaggerate an argu- 
ment against those kinds of issues. I think it takes special 
commitment and caring and interest on the part of the 
member for Carleton to have stuck by his guns and 
brought forward that subject in the form of a private bill, 
which is what he has done. It will result in a benefit to all 
the people of this province. 


It is not that anyone is prejudging what our quality of 
life will be as we age and become frail for any number of 
reasons; it simply says that we will have some choices. We 
will help our families make some of those choices through 
the options that this kind of legislation will provide, and I 
congratulate again the member for Carleton. 


Hon Mr Hampton: There were a number of com- 
ments raised by the opposition speakers and I want to 
respond to them as best I can. I do not pretend to give a 
full response but I do want to respond to some of their 
concerns. Just so we are Clear, these bills will be going tc 
the standing committee on administration of justice. I un- 
derstand there was some confusion about that earlier, some 
concern. But they are going to the committee. 


The member for Lawrence raised concerns that the role 
of the family is not fully recognized in the legislation. 
Personally I believe there is significant recognition for the 
family in the legislation. I also know, from the groups that 
had indicated they wanted to speak on the member fo1 
Carleton’s private member’s bills, that we will hear some 
representation on that before committee. There is certainly 
room to go over this once more. 


The members opposite also raised the issue of the neec 
for province-wide standards for assessment. This is a very 
important issue and assessment standards have to be devel: 
oped and we will be looking at province-wide standards. 
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There was also a question about the burden of proof. 
think, fundamentally, what it comes down to is the legisla 
tion creates the presumption of capacity, and therefor 
anyone who wishes to overcome that presumption mus 
obviously prove it. So I think that is essentially where tha 
lies. 

The member for Lawrence talked briefly about thi 
issue of advocates. Although this is not directly under m 
purview, I can advise that rights advocates, in terms of th 
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legislative scheme and the interplay of this with the Advo- 
cacy Act, are to be available in all of the instances. 

__. The member for Carleton raised the issue of validation 
of powers of attorney for personal care. I can say this first 
of all: Validation is not necessary where it is a short-term 
treatment decision. I think I get the gist of his concern 
‘there, since he has a great deal of experience, and he has 
thought about these matters more than I have. We are open 
to being convinced about a simpler and less, shall we say, 
bureaucratic scheme. 

Finally, the member raised the issue of the power of 
attorney in pregnancy. I think I should say to him essen- 
‘tially this: Powers of attorney are about the wishes of the 
individual. I do not think that this will make powers of 
-attorney inapplicable to women who are pregnant. Women 
who are pregnant have, through a power of attorney for 
personal care, the capacity to state their wishes, and I think 
that is where the issue ought properly to be left. 

I look forward to consideration of these bills by the 
standing committee on administration of justice, because 
‘my sense is that we will receive a great deal of public 
input, and it will be public input that has taken these issues 
to heart for many years, and therefore the groups and orga- 
nizations that appear before the committee will give us 
valuable advice. I suspect the advice will be along the lines 
that we have dealt with these bills here in this House; that 
is, it will be non-partisan in nature and fully given with the 
intent of improving the legislation that we have drafted. 

I thank all the members for their input, and I thank 
again the member for Carleton for his hard work and also 
for his consideration in withdrawing his private member’s 
bills. 


The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): Mr Hampton 
has moved second reading of Bill 108. 

Motion agreed to. 

La motion est adoptée. 
__ Bill ordered for the standing committee on administra- 
tion of justice. 
Le projet de loi est déféré au comité permanent de 
administration de la justice. 
_. The Acting Speaker: Mr Hampton has moved second 
reading of Bill 110. 
Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 
_ Bill ordered for the standing committee on administra- 
tion of justice. 
Le projet de loi est déféré au comité permanent de 
‘Padministration de la justice. 


CONSENT TO TREATMENT ACT, 1991 


LOI DE 1991 SUR LE CONSENTEMENT AU 
TRAITEMENT 


Ms Lankin moved second reading of Bill 109, An Act 
Tespecting Consent to Treatment. 

_ Mm™e Lankin propose la deuxiéme lecture du projet de 
loi 109, Loi concernant le consentement au traitement. 


_ Hon Ms Lankin: I am very pleased today to bring 
forward for second reading the Consent to Treatment Act. 


| 
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As honourable members will recall and have heard, this is 
the third part in three pieces of legislation: There are also 
the Advocacy Act, which received second reading on 10 
June, and the Substitute Decisions Act, which has just in 
this past few minutes received second reading. 

The Consent to Treatment Act will protect health-care 
consumers and providers by clearly defining their rights 
and responsibilities regarding treatment decisions. I think 
it is important to recognize that, as the health care system 
continues to evolve, we are placing much more emphasis 
on the very important role to be played by consumers. 
Knowledgeable consumers can make wiser choices re- 
garding not only treatment, but the preventive aspects of 
health care as well. 


This is a shift that I think together we can welcome, 
particularly because we are all consumers of health care. 
When it comes to health, consumers definitely need, all of 
us need to be fully informed. We want to know what our 
options are. As the population ages, it becomes even more 
important to address some of these concerns around con- 
sent and advocacy and substitute decision-making. 


We must be prepared to deal with needs and the ex- 
pressed wishes of individuals. Where a patient is mentally 
incapable, the act provides for treatment decisions to be 
made by a substitute decision-maker, with a system of 
safeguards put in place. 


Consent legislation affects everyone, including the 
health care provider. We see this legislation as enhancing 
the relationship between the patient and provider. It defines 
roles and clarifies responsibilities for decision-making. 

As this act receives second reading and proceeds to 
committee for discussion, we must acknowledge the work 
of a fellow legislator, and this has been done in speaking to 
the previous bill. I want to also say that we appreciate the 
member for Carleton’s efforts in bringing forward Bills 7 
and 8, which deal with powers of attorney and living wills. 
We also commend his decision to postpone his bills until 
we have had the opportunity to progress farther with the 
government’s package. 

With the introduction of the Consent To Treatment Act, 
the Advocacy Act and the Substitute Decisions Act, much 
of the discussion has focused on living wills and powers of 
attorney. These are very important ways for a person to 
ensure that his or her wishes are carried out when he or she 
is mentally incapable of making decisions. Expressing 
wishes in advance is an important component of the Con- 
sent To Treatment Act, but this act also addresses many 
other issues. 


This legislation provides consent-to-treatment rules for 
all Ontarians. They apply to all settings and all health-re- 
lated services provided by health practitioners. The re- 
quirements of consent and the elements of consent are 
codified. Mental capacity and how it will be determined 
are Clearly defined. The determination of capacity is re- 
lated to the particular proposed treatment. This is impor- 
tant because the act is designed to take into account the 
fact that mental capacity may fluctuate. As well, the degree 
of mental capacity required is different from situation to 
situation. 
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If a person suffers from a continuing mental incapacity 
to make decisions on medical treatment, the Substitute De- 
cisions Act, which just received second reading, will apply. 
When a health practitioner finds a patient is incapable of 
making a particular treatment decision, an advocate meets 
with the person to explain the effect of the findings as well 
as the person’s rights. The Consent and Capacity Review 
Board is established under the act. Anyone wanting to 
challenge a finding of mental incapacity may apply to the 
board for a review. 

The act gives a list of people who may be entitled to 
act on behalf of an incapable person. It also provides a set 
of rules for determining who is so entitled. When no fam- 
ily member is available and no attorney for personal care 
has been appointed, the act ensures that someone will act 
on behalf of a person in need of substitute decision-mak- 
ing. In this situation, the public guardian and trustee will 
be the substitute decision-maker. 

Under the act, a health practitioner may provide emer- 
gency treatment without consent if a mentally incapable 
person is otherwise likely to suffer serious bodily harm. 
However, if a health practitioner is aware that the person 
would not want treatment, he or she is not permitted to 
administer it. Health practitioners who act in accordance 
with this legislation will have immunity from civil liability. 

The Consent To Treatment Act will enhance the rights 
of people to make informed choices when they are men- 
tally capable of making those choices. It will also make 
certain that, where someone’s wishes are known, those 
wishes will be respected by a substitute decision-maker if 
the person becomes mentally incapable. 


During the development of this legislation we received 
input from many groups and individuals in response to 
consultation papers. The issues this legislation addresses 
are very important ones, and I look forward to the discus- 
sion of this bill in the House and to detailed study in 
committee. I welcome the input from all members and the 
input from all Ontarians as we fine-tune this legislation. 


I am particularly pleased that the member for Carleton 
is a member of the committee which will be reviewing 
this, because the work and time that he has put into these 
issues over the years and his experience will bring to bear 
important information, important insight, as members of 
the public and professionals come before the committee to 
comment on this legislation. 


The Consent to Treatment Act is necessary to improve 
the delivery of health care by clearly establishing the rights 
and responsibilities of the patient, the health care practi- 
tioner and the substitute decision-maker. Our ultimate goal 
is to provide the best possible set of circumstances to safe- 
guard the rights of the individual in the health care system. 
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Mr Phillips: I am pleased to participate in the debate 
and to say that we look forward to this bill going to the 
hearings for what I think will prove to be quite a lively 
debate. I do not think many of us would disagree with the 
principles behind the bill, but I think it is fair to say that 
the health professions that have looked at the bill have 


some significant concerns about it that I hope will ee re- 


-Solved at committee. 


The bill must not only provide effectively for consent | 
by the person who is getting the care, but also must be 
practical in the sense that our health providers are able to | 
work with it. I think we will find in the bill as it is cur- 
rently constructed a risk that it will not work well in hospi- 
tal settings, that it will not work well necessarily in some | 
of our various health institutions and that we are going to | 
have to listen carefully to those people who are involved in | 
the implementation of it. There is a risk that it is perhaps - 
overly bureaucratic, that there will be several circum- | 
stances where I think all of us would want the health care. 
provider to be able to act and the health care provider may | 
not be able to act, following this bill. 

The problem we face now is that there was a broad 
consultation, but I think in the drafting of the language in| 
the bill, we may not have had as much input by some of. 
the health professions—the nursing profession and some 
of the other professions—that will be required to imple- 
ment the bill. Certainly the consumer advocates have had a 
fair input into it, but not necessarily the health providers. 

We will be supporting this at second reading, because 
we agree with the principle of the bill, but we want to 
signal to the minister that, based on our analysis of the bill 
and on our discussions with some of the health profession- 
als, there are some significant flaws in the bill that will 
need to be worked through. | 

I am hopeful that we will be able to do that in commit- 
tee, and therefore we are quite prepared to see it move on 
from here to the committee, with the understanding that I 
think the previous two bills received, that there will be a 
broad opportunity at committee to hear from some of the’ 
people who will be truly directly affected, an opportunity 
to improve the bill at that stage. 

With that, I think I have indicated our areas of concern, 
and we look forward, as I say, to improving the bill at the’ 
committee stage. 


Mr Sterling: As we are getting closer to 6 o’clock, I. 
will try to be as brief as possible. I do want to say a few 


. things about Bill 109, which embodies a number of con- 


cepts. As the minister says, it includes the concept of a 
living will, but also goes much wider and deals with many 
more things. 

Every member of this Legislature should be aware that 
some time during his life he is going to run into Bill 109, 
because if he has a parent or a relative or a friend who is in 
a situation where he cannot speak for himself, Bill 109 will 
directly reflect upon what happens to the member and the 
person he is caring for. Bill 109 in a lot of ways is more 
important to the average Ontarian than Bill 108. | 

As I indicated in the previous debate on Bill 108, I had. 
the privilege of speaking to health care providers and pa- 
tient advocates and the legal profession on Friday and lis- 
tened to much of the debate that went on during that 
afternoon. There is a very real difference in the view of | 
those who are patient advocates and the medical profes- 
sion. The medical profession, I think quite rightly, feels 
that it has dealt honourably and in the best interests of 
patients who have been unable to speak for themselves in| 
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the past, with proper consultation in tune with the common 
law, to determine what should be done with a patient who 
cannot speak for himself or herself. 

__ Therefore, there is this clash between those who would 
be advocates for patients and those who are actually ad- 
ministering the treatment. What is necessary is for us to 
come down in this Legislature with reasonable protection 
for those patients, but still allow our health care providers 
to act in a responsible manner, particularly in an emer- 
gency situation, where they have to make decisions 
quickly and they cannot be bothered with legal niceties 
when in fact the health of a particular patient is at risk. 
Remember that this bill does not only deal with terminally 
ill patients; it also deals with patients who are incapable 
but have a very rosy outlook for the future, and therefore 
this bill comes into effect in those instances. 

I think all members of the Legislature should look 
closely at section 10 of this bill because section 10, in my 
view, embodies some of the problems with the bill. The 
use of advocates is far too extensive in Bill 109, and I will 
look for methods of limiting the scope of the use of advo- 
cates as we go through the clause-by-clause reading of this 
bill. 

Can you imagine, for instance, under section 10 the 
situation where you are with your family members and 
your physician and you all agree that a certain treatment 
should be undertaken or should not be undertaken and 
your parent does not understand what the doctor is saying. 
Quite frankly, the parent does not understand what you are 
saying to her or him. 

Under this bill the doctor is required, first of all, to try 
to explain it to your parent, which is understandable, but 
then the doctor is required to give your mother or your 
father notice in writing. If your mother or father cannot 
understand what you are saying to them, there is not very 
much hope that they are going to understand what you are 
going to give to them in writing. 

Then, even though you and your physician and all the 
family members agree on what should be done, an advo- 
cate has to be called in and, in my view, could confuse 
your mother or father as to what is going on, perhaps 
frighten your mother or father if in fact that advocate does 
not really understand the family situation, or perhaps you 
get a bad advocate coming in, a person who does not really 
understand what is involved. In my view, we should try to 
limit the use of advocates as much as possible. 

__ Ihave to tell the minister also that I am concerned with 
the expense that is going to be incurred in utilizing advo- 
cates across this province. We are talking about a signifi- 
cant expenditure, somewhere between $20 million and $30 
million, which is not peanuts. That is the figure that was 
thrown around at this conference on Friday and if that is 
not the accurate figure, then it should be done. 

_ I think we should strive, when we go through this par- 
ticular bill, to limit the role of the advocate as to where it 
should be necessary. If there are certain treatments which 
are standard or which can be given on a short-term basis, 
and an advocate can come in later and advise the patient at 
a later date as to what this treatment does in a more routine 
manner, then perhaps those kinds of treatments should be 


outlined by regulation or whatever. In situations they de- 
scribe, where a family physician and the family are all 
consulted, and we may be dealing only in those cases with 
a terminally ill patient, perhaps an advocate is not necessary. 
1800 

I have a great deal of concern that while I am sure 90% 
or maybe 99% of the advocates who are going to be hired 
under this particular legislation might have the right atti- 
tude when dealing with the patients and might have the 
best interests of the patient in mind, sometimes advo- 
cates—as I have from time to time got overzealous with 
the cause I am representing—may from time to time get 
overzealous with regard to what they are doing. 

If you permit me to go on for a few moments, I can 
wrap up. One of the doctors speaking on Friday, when 
comparing the cost of providing advocates under this act, 
made a very valid comparison. In Canada, one out of 10 
persons is touched by schizophrenia. In Canada, we spend 
a total of $1.2 million in research on the disease of schizo- 
phrenia. When we are spending somewhere between $20 
million and $30 million to hire advocates to intervene on 
behalf of patients, he asked whether we as government are 
putting our priorities in the right places. The Minister of 
Health would know more about health priorities in terms 
of what money should be spent where, but I also put that 
question to her. 

I believe advocates are necessary to represent incom- 
petent patients who do not have friends, family or any 
other protective mechanisms in our society. I believe this is 
a bona fide attempt by the government to put forward a 
method to deal with a very difficult problem which the last 
government wrestled with and which the government I 
was part of in the early 1980s tried to wrestle with. 

Therefore I do not condemn Bill 109, and we will be 
Supporting it because it is an honest attempt to address a 
problem. We will fight hard and long, however, in the 
standing committee on administration of justice to limit 
the role of the advocate, to cut the cost of providing these 
advocates so that the money can be used in other areas 
which I believe would be more fruitful for the overall 
health of the people of Ontario, and so that the role of the 
advocate will not be to intervene in unnecessary situations. 

Last, I would like to pay special recognition, when 
dealing with Bill 109 and the living will, to Marilynne 
Seguin, who is really the driving force behind the move- 
ment Dying with Dignity, which now has over 5,000 mem- 
bers across Canada. Marilynne Seguin started with one or 
two people in her group and pushed the whole idea of 
having autonomy till the very last moment of our lives. 
She is getting very little compensation in terms of mone- 
tary value for whatever she is doing. She is a registered 
nurse. She has long believed in advance directives, and | 
know she has been very supportive of Bill 7 and Bill 8. 
She is very supportive of Bill 109 and she would like to 
work in a positive and constructive way, as I and my cau- 
cus would, to make Bill 109 a real attempt at meeting this 
very difficult problem we have, to take care of people who 
are not able to take care of themselves. 
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Mr Callahan: I have never asked for this before in 
the six years I have been here, but I would like to ask for 
unanimous consent to have twice the time. I have some- 
thing I think would be very meaningful to the House and I 
ask that I be given that unanimous consent. 

The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): Do we have 
unanimous consent for the member for Brampton South to 
have four minutes? 


Agreed to. 


Mr Callahan: I want to thank the House very much 
for this. The concern I have is in the legislation that pre- 
viously passed. I had moved a motion in this House to 
_amend the Mental Health Act by two very minor amend- 
ments and my purpose behind it was to simply get the 
matter to committee. Members will appreciate I did this in 
my own government to allow families whose children 
were schizophrenics to have an opportunity to appear be- 
fore the committee and to tell the horrendous stories about 
what they go through and suffer as a result of the people 
they love not being able to get help. 

During the accord, people had a very sincere desire to 
make certain, particularly David Reville, that people were 
not required to take treatments, such as shock treatments 
and so on, without their consent, and I applaud that. David 
had a very personal knowledge of that and obviously was 
very concerned about it. In the course of those hearings, 
we left schizophrenics right out in the cold. As I say, I 
brought this motion during the time I was in government 
simply to get it before a committee. 

That is what this bill will do and I applaud that minis- 
ter. These families will be able to come before members 
and tell us the horror stories, particularly when members 
recognize that the federal Criminal Code of Canada, which 
goes back to about the 1800s, in terms of insanity will not 
allow a lawyer to defend a person charged with, say, steal- 
ing a candy bar on the basis he was out of control when he 
was schizophrenic. If you do that and do not plead that 
person guilty, whether they had a defence or not, that per- 
son goes away at the pleasure of the Lieutenant Governor 
for a period far in excess of what he would get if he 
pleaded guilty to it, which would probably be a discharge 
or an absolute discharge. That is horrendous. 

More important is the fact that these families, who 
have gone through living hell—I am sure that is not parlia- 
mentary—have never had a chance to speak to their 
elected representatives in terms of how we can deal with a 
bill that will allow those people to look after their loved 
ones. 

I remember that in the House at one time we had peo- 
ple with schizophrenic children who would appreciate that. 
I have six or seven personal friends in my riding, which is 
unique, where I have either acted for them—in fact one of 
them was accused of producing a knife before former Pre- 
mier Davis in his house, and came from a family that got 
me into politics, absolutely beautiful people. They lived 
through hell because they could not help their son who is 
now about 35 and wanders around this province as a dere- 
lict and so on. That has to stop. 


I do not think the intention of the Parliament of the day 
was to stop this; it was to try to help it, but we did not do 
it, so I applaud the ability, and this is why I have with- 
drawn my bill. It received unanimous consent of the House. 
and then the election took place and I had to bring it back 
in. I have not brought it back in because I think the bill 
now getting before the House—and I hope the members of | 
whatever committee deals with this will clearly look at that 
issue and give these people an opportunity to have their 
say, because they have never had their say before to deal 
with people they love very much. 

I told this to somebody from CFTO: “You guys don’t 
get excited unless the person jumps off the bridge or kills 
someone, his family or a police officer. You get excited 
then, but you don’t get excited when you see these people 
wandering along the streets begging for money, or what- 
ever.” There is a real care and concern there. With all the 
admonitions about partisan politics I have made of this 
government, I believe this government and its phils 
is to help these people. 

I plead with the minister that this bill should not 20 
beyond that committee without a strong invitation to these 
families to come before it and tell the horror stories they 
have. The Canadian Friends of Schizophrenics has prob- 
lems with this bill. I hope the committee listens very care- 
fully so it does not get into a situation where these people 
are not getting the treatment they require. It is very necessary. 
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Mr Mills: It’s time. ~ 


Mr Callahan: The member for Durham East is telling 
me it is time. He is right. It is time for me to stop talking. It 
is also time for these people to get justice. 


Mrs Marland: As the spokesperson for people with 
disabilities for our party, I want to place on the record our 
appreciation of the intent of this legislation. We do, how- 
ever, share some of the concerns that have been addressed. 
by the member for Carleton. 

There certainly are people in this province who are 
very vulnerable, frail and ill and in some cases elderly in 
combination with those conditions. As Father Sean 
O’Sullivan’s report identified, all of us have a major role 
and responsibility in doing whatever we can to protect 
them because of the vulnerability of those people. 

This legislation is excellent in providing someone to 
advocate for them when that is needed, but I think we have. 
to be very cautious we do not end up as a paid advocate on 
behalf of a government agency and intrude into an area 
that is a family responsibility, that where there are family 
and relatives who are still providing loving care and atten- 
tion to the needs of those vulnerable people, we do not 
have yet a third party, because the medical profession is 
obviously also performing its role. 

My only concern, finally, is that section 10 of Bill 109 
talks about everybody except the family. I look forward to 
the amendments that will be forthcoming as a result of the. 
public hearings in committee. 


Hon Ms Lankin: I will not take long in my com- 
ments. I think we will have much time to discuss this as it! 
goes through the committee stage. I appreciate the comments | 


‘made by those members who have participated in the de- 
pate here today. . 
_ I will say directly to the member for Brampton South 
that I appreciate the comments he made and the passion 
with which he made the case for how necessary it is for us 
¢ hear the stories of these families, the experiences they 
‘have had and to understand the concerns they have with 
this legislation and the way in which this will work for 
them as they, their children and those families access the 
health care system. 
_ Tam particularly concerned that as we go through the 
committee hearings, we have well-promoted consumer in- 
volvement. It is very important. We will hear from the 
health care professionals, and that is very important. We 
need to hear their concerns and talk through those con- 
cers. We will hear in some cases from the advocates’ 
groups. But there are, unrepresented and unorganized in 
some cases, health care consumers who are hard for us to 
reach. I ask the members of the committee to please think 
about that and to make an attempt to reach out to those 
people and invite them in. I will make sure I raise that 
issue with the Chair of the committee directly as well, 
because I think the points the member makes around that 
are entirely in keeping with my thinking in terms of the 
need for us to hear from those people directly. 
_ The member for Scarborough-Agincourt raised the 
issue of the concerns that many of the health professionals 
have and that they have expressed, and I do not take away 
from those concerns or suggest that we should not listen to 
that. I do think that this is a complex piece of legislation, 
and needs to be, unfortunately, because of the subject mat- 
ter we are dealing with, and that people will need to take 
some time to work through it, to ask questions and to have 
some of those questions answered. I hope with some of 
that exchange in fact some of the concems will be alleviated. 
Quite frankly, what we are doing is codifying the re- 
sponsibility of health care professionals that already exists 
in common law. I think that is often overlooked. I think 
many patients do not know the responsibility the health 
care professional has to inform them entirely of all aspects 
of the treatment that is being suggested and inform them of 
all alternatives so that in fact they can make an informed 
decision, informed consent. In fact, that responsibility ex- 
ists in common law and what we are doing is codifying it 
here in a way which helps to educate both the health care 
‘professional and the client, the consumer. 
_ I also believe it is important that we recognize that 
health care professionals will be concerned and that we 
have built into the legislation a provision that if a health 
care professional is truly acting in accordance with the 
legislation, he will have immunity around those decisions. 
I think that is an area the professions do have concern 
about and we need to communicate that to them and try to 
taise their level of comfort with that. 
_ IT also just want to respond to one point the member 
‘made, that we all would know the situation where a health 
care provider would need to administer immediate care 
and would somehow be blocked from doing that by the 
provisions of this legislation. I address this too to the 
member for Carleton, who raised a similar concern in 
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some of his comments. This legislation is not a bar to 
health care providers providing that necessary treatment if 
we are in an emergency situation. I see the member for 
Carleton shaking his head. If there is concern about that 
provision, then we will talk about that and we will address 
that, because the intent is not to bar emergency treatment 
in those circumstances, so we must ensure that in fact the 
legislation is worded in a way that satisfactorily addresses 
that. 

To carry on and address some of the other comments 
made by the member for Carleton, he talked about the 
clash between the providers and the advocates. I think it is 
important for us to step back and to understand the role of 
the advocate with respect to this legislation, the consent 
legislation, because he talked about a number of situations 
where he raised the role of the advocate. I think it is en- 
tirely right for us to review something which introduces a 
new layer of government interaction with the public in an 
area in which, he has pointed out rightly, there will be 
costs. I think it is important for us to look at that, to review 
it and to ensure that it is an appropriate utilization. 

But I think we also need to look under the act and be 
comfortable with what the act actually provides. 


The member talked about section 10. He talked about 
the family with the aging parent who is in a situation of 
being incapable of making a decision, and the health care 
provider, along with the family, who all know the history 
and know the situation, somehow being placed in the oner- 
ous situation of having an outsider come in and intrude 
into that decision-making process. 


I would just point out that I think the member would 
probably agree that in most of these circumstances where 
we have an aging parent who is in that situation, we would 
be facing a situation of a chronic incapacity. At that point, 
the Substitute Decisions Act, which we have already 
passed through second reading, would be the piece of leg- 
islation that would govern and the substitute decision- 
maker would be identified already in that situation and it 
would likely be the spouse or the child. It would be the 
family member in most circumstances. 


The advocate under this legislation would come into 
play where in fact, with respect to a treatment at a certain 
point in time, a health care provider makes a finding that 
this patient is incapable, does not have the capacity to 
make a decision with respect to that treatment being of- 
fered at that point in time. It is around that finding of 
incapacity and whether or not that finding should be up- 
held that an advocate would intervene to inform someone of his 
rights to seek a review of that finding—again, not an emer- 
gency situation, and not in a situation of chronic incapacity. 
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The other thing I just want to pick up is that the mem- 
ber talks about the clash between the advocate, or the 
rights of patients, and the providers, who he quite rightly 
points out would feel that they have provided quality 
health care services, with conscience and with the best 
interests of the patient in mind, and would wonder at per- 
haps the suggestion they may feel is being made by this 
legislation, the requirement in this legislation. 
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One of the things that I think is very important, be- 
cause it ties into the issues that have been of such concern 
to the member for Carleton, the issues he has done a tre- 
mendous job of raising and fighting for in this legislative 
arena, is the issue of understanding and respecting the ex- 
press wishes or the advance directives of a patient in terms 
of what kind of health care treatment he wants to receive. 

It is not just in a situation of terminal illness. It is not 
just in a situation of the living will, although that is very 
important and this legislation addresses that. There are 
many other kinds of health care treatments over which 
someone may want to express an advance directive, an 
express wish about how they want to be treated in a certain 
situation, about a certain kind of drug they may not wish to 
take or a myriad of examples we will try to bring forward 
during the committee stage so that members will see that. 
It is important that those express wishes can be known and 
that there is a directive that must be followed in a circum- 
stance where the person cannot make his wishes known at 
the time of the treatment. 

The other thing I would just say—and I will wrap this 
up; I had not intended to go on so long—is that I do not 
want people to lose sight of the fact that this legislation 
and the consent, this part of the three pieces of legislation, 
is not designed to deal solely with the situation where 
someone has been found not to have the capacity for deci- 
sion-making with respect to the treatment being offered. In 
fact, we are talking about the legislative codified require- 


ment in all situations of delivering health care treatment of © 


what exists now in common law for the consent that is 
given to be informed consent and the responsibility of the 
health care profession to provide information about the 
alternatives with respect to the treatment being offered so 
that patients are in a situation where they can make truly 
informed consent about the kind of treatment they agree 
to. 

I believe that is important, not just from a patients’ 
rights point of view, but from a point of view of educating 
the health care consumer about our health care system and 
about the alternatives that are there, so that we have a 
healthier population that is more engaged with our health 
care professionals, our providers and with the whole of the 
delivery of the health care system. I believe that this legis- 
lation truly does contribute to that end. 
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I thank the members for their participation and look 
forward to the discussion of this piece of legislation in 
committee. I am sure, as I indicated before, we will hear 
from many people who will have many thoughtful items 
for the committee to consider. Again, I appreciate that the 
member for Carleton, as a member of that committee, will 
have much he can offer to the discussion and the delibera- 
tions of the committee. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 


Bill ordered for the standing committee on administra- 
tion of justice. 


Le projet de loi est déféré au comité permanent de 
l’administration de la justice. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE 


Hon Miss Martel: I would like to advise the House of 
the business for next week. 

On Monday 24 June, we will be doing second and third 
readings of the following private bills: Pr31, Pr33, Pr34, 
Pr42, Pr50, Pr63, Pr65 and Pr75. 

We will do third reading of the following bills: Bill 25, 
An Act to amend the Planning Act; Bill 30, An Act to 
amend the Education Act; Bill 36, An Act to amend certain 
Acts respecting Assessment; Bill 79, An Act to amend the 
Gasoline Tax Act; and Bill 82, An Act to establish the 
Treasury Board. 

We will then begin second reading of Bill 121, An Act 
to revise the Law related to Residential Rent Regulation. 

On Tuesday 24 June, we have a non-confidence motion 
in the name of the Progressive Conservatives. 

On Wednesday 25 June, we will continue with second 
reading of Bill 121. 

On Thursday, we have private members’ public busi- 
ness standing in the name of Mr Callahan and Mrs Cun- 
ningham, and we will then move to a motion respecting 
the standing orders governing public appointments, a de- 
bate concerning the progress of the select committee on 
Ontario in Confederation and, finally, the motion for in- 
terim supply. 


The House adjourned at 1825. 
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The House met at 1330. 
__ Prayers. 


MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 


| ELECTRICAL POWER PROJECT 


Mr Ramsay: I rise today to make the members of the 
douse aware of an ongoing hydraulic generating station 
yroject being built at the falls at the south end of big 
Thiblow Lake, just northwest of Blind River. 

I received a copy of a letter sent to the Minister of the 
anvironment on 27 May of this year from the Chiblow 
wake Cottagers’ Association. They have some very real 
concerns that this project will damage the naturally repro- 
jucing lake trout lakes Denman and Chiblow, as any inter- 
‘erence with the water levels could devastate the spawning 
yeds there. Chiblow Lake also has a vein of limestone 
‘unning beneath it which acts as a buffer against acid rain. 
[This is a very unique characteristic for a lake in northern 
Ontario. 

As the letter from the cottagers’ association points out 
0 the minister, the Ministry of Natural Resources’ Blind 
River district fisheries management plan clearly states that 
the “activities of hydro power production facilities can also 
esult in fish habitat destruction or degradation.” The asso- 
ciation met with the member for Algoma on 17 May of 
his year and its members are anxiously awaiting some 
action to be taken by his office. Unfortunately, we do not 
qave the luxury of time in this matter. As each day passes, 
we come closer and closer to potentially damaging these 
scarce natural lake trout habitats. 

_ Task the Minister of the Environment to cease govern- 
nent funding for this project until a full environmental 
assessment has been made. 


WATER QUALITY 


_ Mr Carr: For 10 years now, officials of the town of 
Jakville and the Ministry of the Environment have been 
concerned about possible chromium contamination of 
zround water in the vicinity of Pinegrove Road in Oak- 
ville. The Minister of the Environment was advised by 
councillor Ralph Robinson last October of the continuing 
delay in the resolution of this problem, and that it was time 
somebody accepted responsibility and had this problem 
resolved. Officials of her ministry advise that there is noth- 
ing that can be done to expedite this matter until legislative 
requirements are taken care of by the minister’s office. 

| Our environment is all-important. It is paramount that 
this issue be resolved once and for all to the satisfaction of 
the people of Oakville South. It is the minister’s job to 
meet with these people and initiate some action on this 
matter. 


| PLANT CLOSURE 


_ Mr Ferguson: Last Thursday in my riding, Uniroyal 
Goodrich reconfirmed its earlier decision to close one of 
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its manufacturing facilities. On that day, the member for 
Mississauga North, in a question to the Treasurer, misled 
the workers of my community by stating that this govern- 
ment had failed the workers involved. In 1987— 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Would the member withdraw that? 


Mr Ferguson: Yes, I will. The member for 
Mississauga North was not factual in his statements con- 
cerning the workers of my community. In 1987 the com- 
pany approached the Liberal government requesting 
assistance of some $20 million to $30 million, which was 


‘denied. According to the director of the domestic industry 


support branch of the Ministry of Industry, Trade and 
Technology, the Liberal government’s response was to 
provide $10 million, providing that the company under- 
took over $100 million worth of investment. As a result, 
the company did not return to the table. If they had had 
$100 million to invest, they would not have been ap- 
proaching the government of the day. 

This government has met with all parties. As I speak, 
negotiations are taking place between the company and the 
United Rubber Workers of America representatives in 
order to ensure that they come to an agreement that makes 
sense for the company and for the workers. When we are 
asked by the member for Mississauga North what this gov- 
ernment is going to do for the workers of my riding, let me 
tell you, Mr Speaker, that we are going to be working 
overtime to clean up the mess they created on that side of 
the House. That is what we are going to be doing. 


CORNWALL COLLEGIATE AND VOCATIONAL SCHOOL 


Mr Cleary: It gives me great pleasure to rise today in 
the Legislature to note that Cornwall Collegiate and Voca- 
tional School, located in my riding, will be commemorat- 
ing 185 years of public education this weekend. This 
school, founded in 1806 by Bishop John Strachan, was 
popularly noted as one of the best, if not the best, second- 
ary schools in Canada during the first part of the century. 
Originally know as an academy and then as the Cornwall 
Grammar School, ever-increasing attendance made addi- 
tions necessary and the name changed to the Cornwall 
Collegiate Institute in 1925. 

In 1937, further expansions were made and it was fi- 
nally noted as Cornwall Collegiate and Vocational School. 
To mark this occasion, a tremendous amount of organiza- 
tion and planning has gone into the CCVS reunion, which 
will start Friday 28 June and go right through to 30 June. 

I encourage all CCVS graduates to join their former 
friends and colleagues in Cornwall for a warm weekend of 
rekindled and new friendships and memories alike. 


1340 
PATIENT TRANSFERS 


Mr Jackson: Ontario patients, many of whom are senior 
citizens, regularly face long, frustrating waits for Ministry of 
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Health ambulance transfers. The time has come in this 
province to offer these patients a more humane and less 
expensive alternative to the existing non-emergency trans- 
fer system. 

Earlier today I was pleased to sponsor an outdoor press 
conference to unveil a specifically equipped non-emer- 
gency transfer vehicle as a solution to the inefficiency of 
the current emergency transfer system in Ontario. In addi- 
tion to being more convenient to patients being transferred, 
such vehicles will save the Ministry of Health about $100 
for each one-way transfer. This money could be redirected 
into other community health programs. For example, ap- 
proximately 12,000 non-emergency transfers were made 
by ambulances in the Hamilton-Wentworth region last 
year. Under the new system this would represent a savings 
to OHIP of $1.2 million. 

The alternative system would also allow ambulances to 
improve their response times for life-or-death emergency 
calls. 

I call on the provincial government to act now to adopt 
this alternative system. It would be following the lead of 
British Columbia, Alberta, New Brunswick and Prince Ed- 
ward Island. This move will also enhance the development 
of a province-wide community-based health care system 
by establishing crucial transportation links between health 
care institutions and the patient’s so-called hospital in the 
home. 

Neither our health care system nor our geriatric pa- 
tients should have to wait until a real emergency situation 
develops before this alternative system is implemented in 
Ontario. 


OPERATING ENGINEERS 


Mr Fletcher: I take this opportunity to note an impor- 
tant legislative milestone. This year marks the 100th anni- 
versary of the regulation of operating engineers in Ontario. 

Operating engineers, sometimes referred to as station- 
ary engineers, are responsible for ensuring that boilers and 
other pressure equipment are operated safely. This type of 
equipment is found in apartment buildings, institutions 
such as hospitals, schools, recreation centres, power plants 
and most commercial and industrial sites, so it is important 
that the people who operate it are well qualified. 

One hundred years ago, on 14 May 1891, the Act Re- 
specting Stationary Engineers received royal assent. This 
act, requiring operating engineers to register with the gov- 
ernment, was replaced in 1907 with the more comprehen- 
sive Operating Engineers Act, which is still administered 
by the pressure vessels safety branch of the Ministry of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. 

The Operating Engineers Act ensures that operating 
engineers are properly qualified for their duties and that 
plants containing pressurized equipment are adequately 
staffed by qualified operating engineers and operators. The 
regulation of operating engineers has contributed to a cen- 
tury of remarkable safety in and around operating plants, 
to the benefit of both workers and the general public in 
Ontario. 


SERVICES EN FRANCAIS 


M. Grandmaitre : Aujourd’hui, les Franco-Onta- 
riens fétent avec joie et enthousiasme non seulement leur 
langue, mais leur culture, leur patrimoine. Je suis trés fier 
de dire, au nom de mes collégues francophones et anglo- 
phones du Parti libéral, que nous avons été le gouverne- 
ment qui a institué la Loi 8 en Ontario qui se valait 
l’épanouissement de la francophonie a travers la province, 

Par contre, je dois dire que depuis les six ou les douze 
derniers mois, un certain recul est reconnu dans la commu- 
nauté francophone de 1’Ontario, qui s’inquiéte de son ave- 
nir. Quant au Parti libéral, avec la Loi 8 nous leur avions 
tracé le chemin. Nous avions guidé ces gens pour qu’ils se 
fassent valoir en Ontario, qu’ils avaient leur place et qu _ 
avaient des droits en Ontario. 

Aujourd’hui, on rencontre des coordonnateurs, des co- 
ordonnatrices et des sous-ministres qui doutent de la Loi 8 
de 1986, qui exige que chaque ministére offre des services 
qui garantissent la prestation de ces services en frangais. 
La francophonie en Ontario présentement n’est pas a son 
meilleur. 


GOVERNMENT POLICY 


Mr Arnott: Today I would like to review the serious 
concerns I have with respect to the NDP government’ s 
economic policies and the damage they are causing in my 
riding of Wellington. 

During the past nine months virtually no new iniduall 
has come to Wellington county, due in part to a lack of 
business confidence. This government’s one-sided preoc- 
cupation with socialist initiatives, the $10-billion deficit, 
which heralds ever-higher taxes in years to come, Bill 70 
and rumours of draconian amendments to the Employment 
Standards Act have all served to weaken job-creating busi- 
ness confidence in Wellington county. 


As an example, W. C. Wood Co Ltd, a quality manu- 
facturer of appliances employing 700 people in Guelph, 
announced recently that instead of expanding in my area as 
had been planned, substantial new plant and equipment 
investment would be going to Ohio. John Wood, the 
company’s president, was quoted in the Financial Post re- 
cently, explaining: “We can’t blame the NDP for all the ills 
in the province because they’ve only been here a few 
months. But we can certainly be critical of the direction 
they appear to be heading.” | 


The town of Harriston and the municipal officials in 
Centre Wellington have approached me with ambitious 
plans for new industrial and economic development, but 
this government has announced no new strategy for at 
tracting industry to our rural communities. 


I hope the members opposite will spend the summer 
recess reviewing and reflecting on how their socialist rhet- 
oric and policies have played a large part in reducing job 
Opportunities in Wellington county and rural Ontario. 
Hopefully they will return in the fall with a better under- 
standing of how a market economy works and a willing- 
ness to undertake a concerted effort to restore business 
confidence in Ontario and attract new industry to rural! 
Ontario. | 


| 
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SAULT STE MARIE 


Mr Martin: Today I would like to take this opportu- 
ity to thank the Premier and this government for their 
aith and investment in my constituency, the city of Sault 
ite Marie. 

We as a government have taken initiatives to help 
* the economy in Sault Ste Marie, rejuvenating opti- 
aism among our people. With the much-appreciated assis- 
ance of this government, we are now working hard at 
ecovery. Let me just list some of these significant govern- 
aent initiatives. 
| The Algoma Steel task force: This task force continues 
ts commitment to the company, the workers and the com- 
aunity to help maintain one of northern Ontario’s largest 
mployers. 

_ The anti-recession program: This program brought $25 
nillion to Sault Ste Marie. This investment will create jobs 
nd stimulate the economy. 

_ Three million dollars in retraining programs: With this 
noney, courses will be offered at Sault College of Applied 
Arts and Technology to help with the re-education of a 
iumber of laid-off workers. 

_ Five million dollars to the Algoma Central Railway so 
hat it can continue to be of service, promoting tourism and 
roviding employment. 

_ Last and certainly not least, the Ministry of Municipal 
\ffairs’ latest initiative to look favourably at the commu- 
tity of Sault Ste Marie at a time when its major employer 
5 unable to pay its taxes. 

_ Insum, what we have realized is that Sault Ste Marie is 
. community worth fighting for. With the aid of the NDP 
‘overnment and my constituents, we will continue to make 
jault Ste Marie one of the finer communities in this province. 


VISITOR 


The Speaker: Before continuing, I invite all members 
if the assembly to welcome to our midst today the former 
nember for Scarborough Centre, William Davis, seated in 
he members’ gallery east. 


Hon Mr Pouliot: I would like to request unanimous 
onsent to make a statement on this, Saint-Jean-Baptiste 
Jay. 


The Speaker: Do we have unanimous agreement? 
Agreed to. 


| SAINT-JEAN-BAPTISTE DAY 
LA FETE DE SAINT-JEAN-BAPTISTE 


L’hon. M. Pouliot : Monsieur le Président, 


jujourd’hui, comme vous le savez sans doute, c’est un jour 


rés important pour la communauté francophone en On- 


ario et aussi partout au Canada. C’est notre Saint-Jean- 
3aptiste. 


Francophones number some 550,000 in Ontario and, as 
nembers are well aware, they have been here for over 350 


- The number keeps growing by virtue of a relatively 


ew phenomenon where people from all over the world 
ho express themselves in French add to the economic 


levelopment and culture of Ontario. 
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J’ai eu l’occasion en fin de semaine d’étre 4 Ottawa, 
chez nous, parmi cette grande famille de Franco-Ontariens, 
d’observer un dynamisme peu commun. J’y ai aussi obser- 
vé qu’on peut, collectivement, en dedans du contexte onta- 
rien, dans notre province, regarder l’avenir avec confiance. 

Depuis 350 ans, quand nous n’étions que quelques 
braves, quelques membres de cette francophonie qui allait 
aujourd’hui étre représentée par plus de 550 000 per- 
sonnes, j’y ai vu un dynamisme peu commun. J’y ai aper- 
cu plus de 500 000 participants en une semaine. Prenez le 
spectacle qui était le clou des festivités et qui s’est déroulé 
mercredi dernier. Gilbert Bécault était la vedette de l’évé- 
nement, et il y avait plus de 20 000 personnes. Les contri- 
butions au cours des ans, des décennies et méme des 
siécles des Franco-Ontariens chez nous sont fort nom- 
breuses. Elles se retrouvent dans la culture, dans 1’écono- 
mie de notre province. 

I know that our party would wish to reiterate its com- 
mitment in recognizing on Saint-Jean-Baptiste Day the 
contributions—and there are many—Franco-Ontarians and 
their communities are making to Ontario. 


M. Grandmaitre : Je suis fier de voir le ministre dé- 
légué aux Affaires francophones s’adresser finalement aux 
Franco-Ontariens et aux Franco-Ontariennes. 

La semaine derniére, la Semaine francophone en Onta- 
rio, du 16 au 23 juin, il n’y a eu aucune mention de la part 
du gouvernement, absolument rien. Alors, comme je 1’ai 
mentionné tant6t, nous sommes trés fiers d’étre Franco- 
Ontariens et Franco-Ontariennes, et je crois que notre 
contribution a cette province va simplement s’améliorer et 
augmenter avec les années. Mais, par contre, pour garantir 
cette amélioration-la, je crois que le gouvernement doit 
étre ferme, il doit diriger et il doit étre reconnu comme 
l’outil qu’il était lorsque nous avons présenté la Loi 8. 

Alors, je suis trés fier de féter notre contribution avec 
le ministre et tous nos compatriotes franco-ontariens et 
franco-ontariennes et tous les gens qui parlent francais par- 
tout au Canada. Mais, par contre, je questionne le gouver- 
nement de |’Ontario qui prend des petits pas en arriére, pas 
en avant. Depuis les six ou les douze derniers mois, nous 
avons perdu douze coordonnateurs et coordonnatrices. 
Nous avons été... 


Hon Mr Wildman: You are so non-partisan. 


Mr Grandmaitre: It is not partisan. It is what you 
have not been doing. That is your problem. 

Je crois que le gouvernement ne doit pas se présenter 
devant les Franco-Ontariens et les Franco-Ontariennes et 
dire de belles choses mais faire peu d’actions. 

I think this government has a commitment, not only to 
this House but to Franco-Ontarians, that Bill 8 will stay in 
place, Bill 8 will be reaffirmed and that services will be 
improved, but we are losing francophones as civil servants 
every day. I think it is their responsibility. They had all the 
solutions back in 1986, 1987 and 1988. Where are those 
solutions today? 

Bonne féte aux Franco-Ontariens et Franco-Ontariennes. 


M. Villeneuve : Il me fait aussi grand plaisir de dire 
«Bonne féte» a tous nos francophones 4a travers le Canada, 
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aussi bien au Québec que partout ailleurs. Bon anniver- 
saire 4 tous nos amis francophones. 

C’est une féte qui est fétée non seulement au Québec, 
mais a travers toutes nos provinces et toutes nos commu- 
nautés qui ont de la francophonie, tout comme a Embrun, 
hier, ot il y avait une grande célébration dans le comté de 
Russell, d’une grande participation francophone. 

Aujourd’hui, de plus en plus d’études provinciales et 
canadiennes font face a l’avenir de la Confédération, une 
situation qui est inquiétante pour nous tous. Le rapport 
Silipo souligne que nous sommes un pays lié par des liens 
historiques, géographiques, linguistiques et commerciaux. 
Tous les Canadiens doivent dés aujourd’hui travailler pour 
un Canada uni et renouvelé. 

Le Québec se prépare a un référendum lorsque le reste 
du Canada se prépare 4 essayer d’accepter le Québec tel 
qu’il est. Alors, il faut réellement faire face a une situation 
qui est trés inquiétante. Les présents gouvernements fédé- 
ral et provinciaux doivent faire preuve de leadership et 
recommencer dés maintenant les négociations constitu- 
tionnelles visant le maintien du Canada comme nous I’a- 
vons connu. 

We are all proud of our roots and where we come from. 
I live in an area where we have very proud people of 
Scottish origin, of Irish origin, of Dutch origin, and of 
course of French origin. First of all we must be, and re- 
main, Canadian. 

Bonne féte 4 tous nos Franco-Ontariens. 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 


TAXATION 


Hon Mr Laughren: I want to inform the Legislature 
today of a change regarding the tax on fuel-inefficient ve- 
hicles. Members will recall the budget proposal to double 
the existing tax rates, add two new tax ranges, and include 
sport utility vehicles in the tax base. Shortly after the bud- 
get I met with representatives of the auto industry and the 
Canadian Auto Workers to discuss the budget proposal. 
The representatives, while supporting environmental ob- 
jectives, believed the budget proposal represented a poten- 
tial threat to jobs and investment. They asked that I review 
an alternative proposal. 

Since we came to office, this government has said con- 
sistently that partnerships and consultation are the keys to 
creating new and solid policy directions. This exercise 
demonstrates that government, labour, business and inter- 
est groups can work together successfully for the benefit of 
all. 

To review the issues around the tax and to examine the 
industry option, a series of consultations was held with the 
auto manufacturers, both domestic and import, the CAW, 
auto dealers, environmental groups, including Friends of 
the Earth and Pollution Probe, and officials of several min- 
istries. We sought an alternative option that could be 
agreed upon and that would still carry a strong environ- 
mental signal. Using energy wisely and maintaining envi- 
ronmental integrity are, as I said in the recent budget, 
essential to achieving sustainable prosperity. We have de- 
veloped an option that I believe promotes these objectives. 
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The new initiative is more comprehensive than the 
budget proposal. In recognition of its changed nature, the 
tax has been renamed the “tax for fuel conservation.” It 
will take effect on 1 August. 

The new policy has several features. As announced in 
the budget, it retains the doubling of rates on cars with 
poor fuel economy ratings—those with ratings of 9.5 litres 
per 100 kilometres or worse. A new threshold will be 
added at the 9 litres per 100 kilometres level, with a tax 
rate of $250. In addition, cars that have fuel economy 
ratings in the middle range, from 6 to 8.9, will be subject 
to a $75 tax. 

To complement this tax scheme, a rebate of $100, cred- 
ited at the time of purchase, will be provided to purchasers 
who buy cars that have superior fuel economy ratings. 
This rating is defined as using less than 6 litres of fuel pet 
100 kilometres. This rebate program is the first of its kind 
in North America. 

Finally, while the tax is extended to sport utility vehi- 
cles, the new rates will range from $75 to $3,200. These 
rates have been lowered from the budget proposal in rec- 
ognition of the impact the higher rates may have had on 
the industry and dealers in what has proven to be a very 
difficult economy for the auto industry. The Minister of 
Revenue will be introducing amending legislation shortly 
that contains these changes. 
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This comprehensive tax rebate scheme will send a sig- 
nal to vehicle purchasers and manufacturers of the impor- 
tance of fuel efficiency and energy conservation. This new 
policy also demonstrates the government’s openness te 
new ideas and its willingness to discuss and implement 
alternative policy options. 

This government has said consistently that new part- 
nerships and new working relationships among govern- 
ment, labour and business are not only possible but in fact 
essential if our province is to successfully meet the chang- 
ing realities of our time. 

It is important to note that as a result of this co-opera: 
tive effort, the groups involved in developing the consen- 
sus policy consider this new initiative to be ar 
improvement over the budget proposal. | 

I am happy to put forward this proposal that keeps the 
environmental message of energy efficiency and pollute: 
pay front and centre. Moreover, it is consistent with oui 
fiscal plan. 

I want to thank those who took part in the consultatior 
process for their commitment and resolve in developing 
what I believe is a strong and sensible environmental pol: 
icy. This clearly shows that the partnership approach tc 
policymaking can work and work very well. 


CONSEIL SCOLAIRE DE LANGUE FRANCAISE | 
FRENCH-LANGUAGE SCHOOL BOARD 


Vhon. M. Pouliot : Aujourd’hui, c’est le jour de k 
Saint-Jean-Baptiste, une journée trés importante pour le: 
francophones de |’Ontario et de tout le Canada. ! 

Je profite de cette féte pour annoncer la création dt 
nouveau Conseil de l’éducation franco-ontarienne. Ci 
conseil s’occupera essentiellement de 1’éducation de langue 


| 
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francaise en Ontario. Son mandat couvre |’éducation au 
‘niveau primaire, secondaire et postsecondaire et sa fonc- 
‘tion consiste a conseiller la ministre de I’ Education et le 
‘ministre des Colléges et Universités. 

Le Conseil de l’éducation franco-ontarienne sera com- 
posé de représentants d’organismes de |’éducation de lan- 
gue francaise et de membres du Comité consultatif des 
affaires francophones, du Conseil ontarien des affaires uni- 
versitaires et du Conseil ontarien des affaires collégiales. 

Le mandat du Conseil sera de trois ans. Le président du 
Conseil sera nommé par la ministre de l’Education en con- 
‘sultation avec le ministre des Colléges et Universités. 
‘Saimerais donc remercier mes collégues la ministre de 
VEducation ainsi que le ministre des Colléges et 
Universités pour cette importante initiative. 

Notre gouvernement s’est engagé envers les franco- 
phones et cette annonce vient confirmer notre volonté d’é- 
tre a l’écoute de la communauté francophone. La 
Saint-Jean-Baptiste, c’est une occasion pour la francopho- 
nie de se féter. D’ailleurs, une manifestation d’envergure a 
été organisée dans le cadre de cet événement. Je voudrais 
vous répéter ce que j’ai dit tout a l’heure, que ce festival 
franco-ontarien 4 Ottawa a attiré cette année plus d’un 
demi million de personnes. 

This is a special occasion for francophones to celebrate 
their culture, and therefore I invite all Ontarians to cele- 
brate with the francophone community. Please keep in 
‘mind that you do not have to be a francophone to share in 
our joie de vivre. 

Donc, bonne Saint-Jean-Baptiste a tous. 


OAK RIDGES MORAINE 


Hon Mr Wildman: I would like to inform the House 
that today I released the province’s implementation guide- 
lines for the Oak Ridges moraine within the greater To- 
ronto area, or the GTA as it is commonly known. 

The announcement was at the Lake St George Conser- 
vation Field Centre, operated by the Metropolitan Toronto 
and Region Conservation Authority. Lake St George is a 
kettle lake in the moraine and the headwaters of the east 
branch of the Humber River. I was joined by my colleague 
the member for Durham- York, who is also the parliamen- 
tary assistant to the minister responsible for the greater 
Toronto area. 

__ The implementation guidelines I released are interim 
and will protect significant features of the moraine and 
control development while we develop a long-term strategy. 

I also announced that a two-year planning study lead- 
ing to the development of a long-term strategy for the Oak 
Ridges moraine within the GTA is now under way. 

The province will create two committees to undertake 
this work. A technical working committee will guide the 
planning study and development of a long-term strategy. A 
citizens’ advisory committee will assist in the development 
of the strategy and will consult with the public on the 
Strategy before it is finalized. 

__ The implementation guidelines concentrate on protect- 
‘ing significant features and controlling development in the 
GTA portion of the moraine because development pressures 
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are more severe there than in other portions of the mo- 
raine. 

As part of that commitment to protect significant areas, 
I announced that the province is fully committed to the 
plans of the Metro Toronto and Region Conservation Au- 
thority to purchase the James Walker property. The Walker 
property is a valuable forested area on the south slope of 
the moraine and is part of the headwaters of Duffins 
Creek. We will assist the conservation authority in the pur- 
chase of this key property. 

In areas of the moraine outside the GTA, municipalities 
will be strongly encouraged by the province to adopt and 
apply the principles of the implementation guidelines. The 
guidelines strengthen the commitment of the province 
made in July 1990 by the previous government with the 
announcement of the expression of provincial interest in 
the GTA portion of the moraine. 

The guidelines set out eight key principles for deter- 
mining if a proposed development may be allowed and 
clarify the province’s role in land use planning there. 
These principles: (1) prohibit development in significant 
natural areas; (2) restrict scattered development; (3) en- 
courage maintaining or enhancing ecological integrity; (4) 
encourage landform conservation; (5) encourage the pro- 
tection and management of woodlands; (6) prohibit unac- 
ceptable development in and around watercourses and 
lakes; (7) restrict expansion of settlements on to highly 
permeable soils, and (8) prohibit development that has an 
unacceptable impact on ground water resources. 

The moraine within the GTA contains the headwaters 
of 30 watercourses and major tributaries. Underground 
aquifers provide drinking water for 10 communities, in- 
cluding King City, Aurora and Stouffville. Abundant water 
resources alone in the moraine illustrate the importance of 
undertaking initiatives to protect the moraine. 

The Ministry of Natural Resources will work in co-op- 
eration with the ministries of Municipal Affairs and Envi- 
ronment to ensure that any development allowed on the 
moraine is consistent with the implementation guidelines. 
The province will review development proposals and use its 
powers under the Planning Act to intervene where necessary. 

The 13-member technical working committee will start 
immediately on the planning study that will lead to the 
development of a long-term strategy for the GTA portion 
of the moraine. The strategy will outline the natural systems 
and green corridors that will be protected, will identify levels 
of development acceptable for various parts of the moraine 
and areas where no development will be permitted. 

The committee will be made up of representatives from 
the province, regional municipalities, local conservation 
authorities, interest and industry groups, and the citizens’ 
committee we will create. It will complete the strategy 
within two years. 

Public consultation will be one of the most important 
elements in ensuring that we develop a long-term strategy 
that works for everyone. That is why we are creating a 
citizens’ advisory committee. It will help the technical 
committee develop the long-term strategy. 

The citizens’ committee will also conduct a process of 
public consultation on the long-term strategy before it is 
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finalized. In addition, the citizens’ committee will seek 
public input and comments, through a questionnaire, on a 
future direction for the GTA portion of the moraine. 

It will play an ongoing role in providing public infor- 
mation on various studies that will be undertaken, in gath- 
ering public information on natural features of the moraine 
and in investigating the feasibility of a community-based 
trail system for the area. 

The Oak Ridges moraine is a key feature of the natural 
environment in the greater Toronto area. The initiatives we 
are undertaking will ensure that any development allowed 
on the moraine within the GTA will be compatible with 
long-term land use planning goals for the moraine. 

The guidelines will make the municipal land use plan- 
ning system more sensitive to environment concerns and 
will help ensure that significant features and functions of 
the moraine are protected for future generations. These 
initiatives will reinforce this government’s commitment to 
a more ecosystem-based approach to land use planning. 


1410 
RESPONSES 


TAXATION 


Mr Bradley: I am very pleased to be able to respond 
to the tax on auto workers and the withdrawal of this tax, 
which I consider to be ill conceived and certainly not 
thought out very well by the Treasurer and all of those on 
the government side. 

It gives me some faith in the role of the Legislative 
Assembly and particularly that of the opposition that my 
several questions and those of my colleagues, my leader 
and the critic for the Ministry of Industry, Trade and Tech- 
nology, and the many speeches we have made on this side 
have obviously had an impact on the Treasurer, who has 
been forced to withdraw or at least recognize the lack of 
advisability of this particular tax. It does remain, however, 
a tax grab. If members. look carefully at the details, he is 
still going to make money at the expense of auto workers 
in Ontario. 

The Treasurer levied this tax in the midst of the deepest 
recession since the 1930s, when the automobile industry is 
facing unprecedented competition from the United States 
and other countries, and he did it disguising it as an envi- 
ronmental measure. Surely everyone in the House recog- 
nizes that if the Treasurer wanted to put forward a 
reasonable environmental measure, he would not have lev- 
ied this additional tax and extended it to other vehicles. 
Instead he would withdraw this tax increase and replace it 
with incentives to people in our province to purchase new 
vehicles which have better pollution control equipment 
and much better fuel efficiency. 

At the same time he would have had the effect of stim- 
ulating the economy in this province as it relates to the 
automotive industry. My neighbours on my street in St 
Catharines and the neighbours of many people across the 
province of Ontario would have benefited immensely by 
this in terms of their jobs and the spinoff effect on other 
parts of industry in the province. The environment would 
have benefited by better fuel efficiency and better pollu- 
tion control equipment. 
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Lastly, it speaks rather badly about the consultation 
process of this government that instead of consulting ap- 
propriately ahead of time to determine the effect of such a 
tax, this government would simply bulldoze ahead and 
then have to withdraw it. I think this measure is tinkering, 
It is helpful to a little bit of an extent, but it is unsatisfac- 
tory for both the environment and the economy of the 
automotive industry in Ontario. 


CONSEIL SCOLAIRE DE LANGUE FRANCAISE 


M. Grandmaitre : En réponse 4 la déclaration faite 
par le ministre délégué aux Affaires francophones, je veux 
lui dire merci. Finalement, le gouvernement réagit a quel- 
que chose qui était di. Par contre, je me sens offensé lors- 
que j’entends le ministre mentionner le nouveau Conseil 
de l’éducation franco-ontarienne. Le CEFO existe de- 
puis 1972 en Ontario. Par contre, depuis les douze derniers 
mois il n’a pas été tellement actif. 


J’aurais préféré en ce jour de féte que le ministre des 
Colléges et Universités annonce le nouveau site de la Cité 
collégiale 4 Ottawa ou méme un nouveau collége dans le 
Nord et dans le Sud. Ce seraient des annonces nouvelles ; 
ce n’est pas de la répétition. Aujourd’hui, nous avons en- 
tendu de la répétition. Par contre, maintenant il faut que je 
vois le mandat du nouveau conseil de |’éducation. II faut 
ameliorer et établir des normes beaucoup plus acceptables 
qu’auparavant. 


OAK RIDGES MORAINE 


Mr Ramsay: We welcome the interim guidelines the 
Minister of Natural Resources has put into place. We cer- 
tainly welcome them because they are based on the report 
Ron Kanter, the previous member for St Andrew-St Pat- 
rick, had proposed and John Sweeney, the former member 
and Minister of Municipal Affairs, had Se to in like 
kind. 


I am a little concerned that it has taken nine months 
from this being all in place for this government to an- 
nounce this protection. That is kind of sad for the people 
living within the Oak Ridges moraine. I would ask the 
minister what role the MNR is going to take, because we 
think from here the MNR should also be an advocate for 
protecting the Oak Ridges moraine. 


Also I would just say to the minister, when he speaks of 
ensuring that endangered species, both plant and animal, are 
protected, it is very important that the endangered species list 
be updated. As he knows, it is woefully inadequate. 


I think the best news of all to the people of Toronto, 
and especially to the municipality of Maple, is that obvi- 
ously the Minister of the Environment would not now con- 
sider at all using her emergency powers to enlarge the 
Keele Valley dump, because looking east to west, the 
Keele Valley dump is smack in the middle of the Oak 
Ridges moraine. For that we would like to thank the Min- 
ister of Natural Resources for the guidelines and the advice. 
to the Minister of the Environment for protecting that 
Keele Valley dump. I would like to ask the minister if 
maybe she would reconsider the Kirkland Lake propos 
while she is doing that. 
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M. Villeneuve : Scolaire Seulement quelques mots en 

réponse au ministre des Affaires francophones : j’espére 
que ce n’est pas une création d’un nouveau conseil, pour 
réellement mettre les choses un peu de cété. 
_ Nous avons déja un Comité consultatif des affaires 
francophones, un Conseil ontarien des affaires universi- 
taires et un Conseil des affaires collégiales. Maintenant, 
est-ce que c’est un regroupement de toutes ces différentes 
communautés pour essayer de faire de |’avant ? 

J’espére que ce n’est pas une facon pour essayer de 
retarder ce qui s’impose dans nos milieux francophones. 
Nous savons que la Cité collégiale d’Ottawa opére trés 
bien, méme a surcapacité alors que dans le Nord nous 
avons besoin de certains éléments éducatifs en frangais 
ainsi que dans d’autres parties de la province. Espérons 
que le tout va étre un acheminement a ce qui s’impose 
dans le moment. 


OAK RIDGES MORAINE 


Mr McLean: I want to reply to the Minister of Natu- 
tal Resources. First, I want to ask why the Minister of 
Natural Resources is making this announcement when the 
matter falls within the jurisdiction of the minister responsi- 
ble for the GTA. We must all ask the Minister of Natural 
Resources if extensive consultation was carried out be- 
tween the ministries and the Office for the Greater Toronto 
Area before this statement was even drafted. 

We find it interesting that the Ministry of Natural Re- 
sources has formulated another municipal land-use plan- 
ning system when the Ministry of Municipal Affairs has 
already implemented a commission to study land-use plan- 
ning on a provincial scale. We have one going on with 
John Sewell as its head, with $3 million of taxpayers’ 
money being spent on a regional study. We hope the 
minister’s citizen advisory committee takes into the ac- 
count the interests of all concerned parties—citizens, in- 
dustries and the local governments—while they are doing 
it. 

_ In summary, we will follow this issue with great inter- 
est to ensure the Ministry of Natural Resources follows the 
principles for development set out in the announcement for 
the Oak Ridges moraine. I want to say how pleased I am to 
see the conservation authority taking up that property, with 
the help of the Ministry of Natural Resources, but I am 
sure the minister is tying the hands of developers on fur- 
ther development within that county. 


TAXATION 


Mr Stockwell: Before the Treasurer goes ahead 
breaking his arm patting himself on his back, he would not 
have had to resolve this problem if he had not created it in 
the first place. The fact is that what he has done here 
before the House today is cut the rate on mid-sized cars. 
He has cut the rate because Bob White attacked him. His 
auto worker friends were being bludgeoned by this ridicu- 
lous and silly tax, so the Treasurer broadened the base on 
mid-sized cars so he makes more cars applicable to his gas 
guzzler tax. He can change the words all he likes, but it is 

his gas guzzler tax. 
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By my calculations, cars that are getting nearly 40 
miles to the gallon are gas guzzlers and the Treasurer is 
going to hammer them, and any car that gets potentially 
over 40 miles to the gallon gets a $100 rebate. I am almost 
sure some motorcycles would not qualify for his rebate 
under the miles per gallon he has used. 

It is tokenism on the rebate side. The Treasurer is still 
tax-grabbing the public. It is a bad budget. Clearly, if he 
would have given this a little more thought and would 
have consulted beforehand, would done some real consul- 
tation, he would never have had to backtrack like this. The 
environmental side is nothing more than a red herring. The 
Treasurer knows it is a tax grab. He knows he needs the 
revenue and he is sucking every dollar out of this economy 
that he can possible suck out of it. It is purely political. It 
does not go far enough. It is hammering more cars, ham- 
mering more taxpayers when they go in to buy their cars. 
It is unreasonable and typical of this government. It is 
unfair for the consumers. 


OAK RIDGES MORAINE 


Mr Cousens: It surprises me that the Minister of Nat- 
ural Resources makes the announcement about the Oak 
Ridges moraine, and not the Minister of the Environment, 
who is the minister responsible for the greater Toronto 
area. But I found out the answer in listening to the quips. 
Probably it was not picked up by Hansard and this is 
purely to help it. I overhead the Minister of the Environ- 
ment say, “We tossed and I lost.” The fact of the matter is 
that if this government is going to toss around this whole 
apparatus inconsistently, it is stupid in the extreme. 

The Niagara Escarpment Commission falls under the 
Minister of the Environment. This is an environmental 
concern that people have. It falls into a host of areas that 
have to do with long-term planning for the area. They have 
come along and tossed and said, “Oak Ridges moraine will 
go to the Minister of Natural Resources.” I think they are 
tossing up a lot of things just by rolling the dice and say- 
ing, “Hey, we’re going to toss on this one or that one.” 
This is far too important for the Minister of the Environ- 
ment not to have a key role in it. It has been the environ- 
mental groups— 


Hon Mr Wildman: She does. 


Mr Cousens: Come on. This announcement should 
have been made by the Minister of the Environment, not 
by the Minister of Natural Resources. Everything is smat- 
tered around. It is no wonder people do not understand 
what is going on. I do not. 

Interjections. 

The Speaker: Order. The member for Markham will 
come to order. Now that we have captured everyone’s at- 
tention, perhaps I can hear from the member for Ottawa 
West on a point of order. 
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Mr Chiarelli: Mr Speaker, I am rising on what may 
be a point of personal privilege and ask you to investigate 
and determine same. 
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The matter relates to public statements made by John 
Kruger, chairman of the Ontario Municipal Board. Mr 
Kruger made statements to the Ottawa Citizen which were 
published by the Citizen last Saturday, 22 June. The state- 
ments implied that I was attempting to influence the out- 
come of the Ontario Municipal Board hearing on the 
Ottawa Senators’ Kanata Palladium site. 

The Ottawa Citizen article states in part, and I am quot- 
ing: “OMB Chairman John Kruger said Friday he would 
prefer that the MPPs don’t make any statements in the 
Legislature about the hearing in Ottawa. He can’t stop 
them, but he is keeping a close watch.” The article also 
shows Mr Kruger strongly implies statements made by me 
in this House were intended to influence the OMB hearing 
itself. 

As a lawyer and a member of the Law Society of 
Upper Canada, Mr Kruger, a senior public servant with 
deputy minister status, is impugning my status as a lawyer, 
and he is making veiled threats to an opposition member 
of the Legislature and is stating that I not comment on the 
political actions and decisions of this government. 

At no time did I ever suggest what decision the OMB 
should reach. I did, however, comment on the political 
decisions of the government to reverse the previous 
government’s decision to prosecute an objection with un- 
precedented vigour and financial resources and to refuse to 
negotiate compromises—all political actions of the gov- 
ernment and proper subjects of debate in the House. 

In conclusion, Mr Speaker, I believe the comments of 
Mr Kruger, chairman of the OMB, a quasi-judicial body, 
are a breach of my privileges as a member of this Legisla- 
ture. I ask you to investigate this matter and take action in 
a way which maintains freedom of comment in this Legis- 
lature for opposition members. 


The Speaker: The member may know that events 
which occur outside the assembly do not constitute a mat- 
ter of privilege, in this particular instance for you as a 
member, but I appreciate your bringing it to my attention. 


MINING INDUSTRY 


Mr Miclash: Mr Speaker, I too have a point of per- 
sonal privilege, and a very important one at that. I would 
ask the indulgence of the House for this. 

You will remember that last Wednesday, 19 June, I 
asked a question of the Minister of Mines. I must point out 
that in my answer I really did not get a non-answer, but I 
did get a fantastic performance, what I would suggest 
would be an academy performance on behalf of this minis- 
ter. As you will know, in the riding we often present certif- 
icates and I have never really had the opportunity to— 


The Speaker: No. The member for Kenora will come 
to order, please. 
ORAL QUESTIONS 


TAXATION 


Mr Nixon: I have a question to the Treasurer. I lis- 
tened carefully to his announcement of the adjustment in 
the gas guzzler tax. He has renamed it, and I have not got 
that just on the tip of my tongue yet. In his statement he 
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indicated he had undertaken the sorts of communications 
and exchanges of views that led him to change his opinion. 

I want to ask him about the possibility of the removal 
of, or at least a reduction in the 30.1% increase in the 
diesel fuel tax, which the honourable minister must realize 
is a very heavy additional burden on an industry that is 
already suffering. I understand the minister entered into 
consultation with people knowledgeable in this area just a 
day or two before the budget; after his reasonable recep- 
tion, which we can all understand, they were very sur- 
prised indeed when he made this very large additional 
imposition of tax at a time when he must have been aware 
that the 200,000 people employed in this industry were 
already suffering from economic deprivation of a very se- 
rious nature in this recession. 


Can the Treasurer indicate what sort of review he is 
undertaking of that particular matter, since it certainly in- 
volves many working people in this province, and the view 
was Carefully expressed to him, which is factual and can- 
not be argued against? 


Hon Mr Laughren: When I met with officials of the 
trucking industry prior to the budget, they did indeed ex- 
press their concern about the state of the industry and the 
level of taxation, as I recall. Subsequent to that meeting, I 
had several discussions with the Minister of Transporta- 
tion. As a matter of fact, the Minister of Transportation 
was prodding me for the meeting rather than the other way 
around, as I recall, and at that time— 


An hon member: Did he mention the diesel tax? 


Hon Mr Laughren: If the member will wait for the 
question to be answered, he will learn that answer. 

Subsequent to that meeting, the Minister of Transporta- 
tion did indeed respond to the concerns of the trucking 
industry by imposing a moratorium on the issuance of new 
licences. At the same time he launched a study into the 
entire cost structure of the trucking industry, and I believe 
that study is to be completed in the month of August. 


I think, to be fair, the government did respond to some 
of the concerns of the trucking industry, although the 
member is quite right that we did not respond to its desire 
that there not be an increase in diesel tax, because we did 
impose that increase. 


Mr Nixon: Representatives of the trucking industry 
have of course contacted us, as they have other political 
parties, and no doubt attempted to speak to the Treasurer 
again on this matter. They indicate they have had a chance 
to speak to some of his officials, which is not as-satisfac- 
tory as it might be. 


The Treasurer is also aware that the mayors of the 
border municipalities meeting with him and some of his 
colleagues put forward as their considered view that the 
difference in gasoline tax was one of the main reasons 
people were tempted to undertake cross-border shopping. 
Since this was the second clear indication to the Treasurer 
that the tax should not be increased, and as a matter of fact 
it might even have been considered to have been reduced 
somewhat, why would he fly in the face of that direct advice 
and lead the province into focusing on this cross-border 


shopping difficulty, when he had within his executive 
grasp procedures for assisting in this matter? 


Hon Mr Laughren: The leader of the official opposi- 
tion should and probably does understand the problems 
concerning cross-border shopping and the problems within 
the trucking industry, since he has linked these two issues 
together between his first question and his supplementary 
question. He should understand very well that taxation is a 
component in both those issues, the problems in the truck- 
ing industry and the problems of cross-border shopping. 
But he should admit that long before the taxes were in- 
creased on gasoline—as a matter of fact, long before this 
government took office—there were problems in both 
areas. The problems in the trucking industry are primarily 
too many trucks and not enough business, and the prob- 
lems of cross-border shopping were there and will be there 
regardless of the level of taxation on gasoline. 


I have never said that the level of taxation in Ontario is 
not a component of the problem of cross-border shopping 
or, for that matter, I suppose, of the problem of the truck- 
ing industry, but I do not believe that in either case is the 
tax on gasoline the primary cause of the problem. 
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Mr Nixon: I suppose there would be a difference of 
view on that, and we can argue it at some other occasion. It 
is generally considered by those people on the scene, both 
in the trucking industry and subjected to the pressures of 
cross-border shopping, that the gas tax was bad, admit- 
tedly, and that the Treasurer made it needlessly worse to 
the extent of a 30% increase. 


This is the part that is difficult to understand. Without 
entering into a substantial debate on the matter, the hon- 
ourable Treasurer knows it is the federal fuel tax that has 
escalated most rapidly, to the point where it is almost 
equivalent to the tax at the provincial level. Until the Trea- 
surer adjusted the tax the federal tax was higher, and they 
built no roads at all. 


Surely the advice that would come from the tax experts 
in the Treasury would not have recommended something 
of this nature, which would have such a negative effect on 
the economy, at least in the short term. The responsibility 
must lie with the Treasurer and his political advisers. In 
that regard, having made a virtue of consultation in his 
Statement after a mistake is made, why can he not simply 
do the same thing: read the faxes that are coming into his 
office, listen to the calls that are coming into his switch- 
board and realize that making a virtue of the mess he has 
already made of the budget would involve removing at 
least a part of that tax? 


Hon Mr Laughren: I am glad it is the Leader of the 
Opposition who asked that question because he knows bet- 
ter than anybody else the need to raise tax revenues in 
order to meet the ever-increasing demand for services 
across the province. 


I assure the Leader of the Opposition I will look at 
those fax messages. I am not sure how long it takes to read 
the 160 fax messages I had received just before I came into 
the House this afternoon. 
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I think the Leader of the Opposition should make a 
distinction between the consultation that went on concern- 
ing the gas guzzler tax and what is being asked on the 
diesel tax or on the gasoline tax increase. In one case, 
people who are concerned about the level of tax, namely 
the gas guzzler tax, came in, sat down and made a proposal 
with the other stakeholders involved. We worked out a 
proposal and a new system of taxes that did not remove the 
revenues from the consolidated revenue fund. The Leader 
of the Opposition knows better than most how important 
those revenues are if we are going to deliver the services 
everybody in this province seems to want. 


Mr Nixon: I guess what we need is a reincarnation of 
Jimmy Hoffa, but that may not happen. 


ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY 


Mr Nixon: I have a question for the Minister of the 
Environment. Those of us in this House, such as myself, 
who are and have been totally committed to legislation on 
the environment are deeply disappointed in the level of 
inaction exhibited by the minister over the last nine 
months. On the formation of the government, I would say 
we had the highest hopes that this minister would follow in 
the traditions established by the Liberal government and 
move forward to correct problems. 

In this connection, I want to ask the minister what she 
has done for these nine months, which the honourable 
minister would know is long enough to accomplish many 
great things. Under these circumstances, her announce- 
ments have not led to any kind of introduction of legisla- 
tion nor regulation having to do with a comprehensive plan 
to achieve the 50% reduction by the year 2000 enunciated 
by her predecessor. We want to know in this House 
whether she is going to allow this to drift over into the next 
year or whether she is going to gather up her courage and 
introduce the sort of legislation that will lead to the sort of 
debate that many people had hoped would be a part of this 
particular session. 


Hon Mrs Grier: It is hard to know where to begin. I 
regret that the Leader of the Opposition has been seeking 
legislation. I thought it would have been obvious to some- 
one with as much experience as the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion has had in this place that legislation to protect the 
environment has been in this province for quite some time. 
What there has not been is any commitment to live up to 
that legislation, to enforce it and to make sure the environ- 
ment is protected. 

With respect to waste reduction, which appears to be 
the focus of the leader’s question, it is not legislation that 
is required. It is regulations, the will to do it and the com- 
mitment to show leadership and persuade the people of 
this province that, instead of finding holes in the ground in 
northern Ontario for their waste, they should get serious 
about reducing, reusing and recycling. It is also having a 
Treasurer who is prepared to provide in his budgets for the 
funding to do just that, and that is what this government 
has. 

Mr Nixon: I admire the honourable lady as she 
emotes for the benefit of her followers, but she did promise 
an environmental assessment bill and all sorts of regulations 
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that would implement the goals, estimable though they are, 
that still really have not elicited anything significant from 
her. 

For example, I well recall her saying, as an effective 
Opposition critic, that our municipal-industrial strategy for 
abatement program was inadequate. Since she took office, 
the first thing she said was that she would review it. Evi- 
dently she is still reviewing it nine months later because 
absolutely nothing has gone on to move towards the elimi- 
nation of toxic discharges into the waterways. 

Her predecessor, with all sorts of debate and concerns 
expressed by environmentalists and others, had moved for- 
ward quite dramatically in this regard and we were very 
surprised indeed that this minister has done nothing about 
it. What can she say about that particular program as re- 
gards achieving its worthy goals? 


Hon Mrs Grier: The leader says my predecessor had 
moved forward very dramatically on MISA. If that is the 
case, I regret to inform the leader that I have not yet been 
briefed on what those dramatic changes were. I have inher- 
ited a program that monitors what is happening. That mon- 
itoring has been completed. But the MISA program, as 
envisaged by the previous government, was to put controls 
on the ends of the pipes. The review I have asked my 
ministry to undertake is to try to find out what is going into 
the pipes and make sure we prevent that contamination, 
not merely control it as it emerges from the industries in 
this province. 

Mr Nixon: The honourable minister must be aware 
that the whole MISA program was developed by her pre- 
decessor and supported not only by the Liberal govern- 
ment but by most of the members of the House at that 
time. We wonder why the minister has abandoned a pro- 
gram that is so worth while that it will work only if the 
minister uses her authority and the goodwill she had when 
she came into office to promote it. 

I simply ask her what she has done on updating regula- 
tion 308 under the Environmental Protection Act, which 
deals with air pollution. Certainly it is out of date. We were 
moving dramatically to improve it, and as a matter of fact 
there was a six-month consultation under way when the 
honourable minister took office. That was completed in 
February and we have heard nothing from her. It seems 
she has lost her will to act. What has happened to those 
regulations? Why is she not acting to move forward with 
cleaning up the air? 

Hon Mrs Grier: Before I address the final question, 
let me first revisit the MISA issue. I think the Leader of the 
Opposition has missed the point that the MISA program, 
as supported by many of us and introduced by his col- 
league, was very much an end-of-the-pipe control mecha- 
nism. It did nothing to prevent those contaminants from 
getting into the environment. It was merely trying to con- 
trol what was being discharged. It was not going back, as 
other jurisdictions and Europe are doing and as the federal 
government is even talking about doing, saying, “How do 
we prevent that pollution in the first place?” That is what 
our program is going to do and what I am doing. 
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With respect to regulation 308, the dramatic changes 
he said were coming related to a program which, during 
the consultation we undertook, nobody thought was a very 
good program. The environmentalists did not think it went 
far enough, and the industry feels it is far too complicated 
and not going to achieve the objectives. We have made 
major changes in the way the people of this province begin 
to look at waste in all its facets. I can assure the Leader of 
the Opposition that even if his party does not recognize 
that, the people of this province do. 
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Mr Stockwell: My question is to the Treasurer. My 
opinion is that he has cleaned up a very small part—not 
even cleaned it up—of a very big mess he made with his 
budget. However, auto workers and auto makers are not 
the only groups that have been hurt by his budget, as hun- 
dreds of calls and faxes to his office this morning from the 
Ontario truckers remind him and as the deteriorating con- 
ditions of Ontario tourism industry will attest to. In Buf- 
falo the chamber of commerce reports that larger Canadian 
companies are now moving to that region. Does the Trea- 
surer think tinkering with one small, ill-considered tax is 
going to make a dent in that problem? Which of the other 
taxes is he prepared to reconsider in order to make 
Ontario’s business community more competitive? 


Hon Mr Laughren: I certainly do not think changing 
the gas guzzler tax to a pure conservation tax will resolve 
all of the problems that are caused by a very serious, 
made-in-Canada recession. I do not pretend that. This 
change was designed after consultation with the auto in- 
dustry, with the workers involved and with the dealers 
showed that this would make an improvement on the tax. | 


_ think we did the responsible thing. I hear representatives 


from the business community saying from time to time 
that we are not consulting. When we do consult, members 
on the other side do not seem to think it is a good idea. ] 
wish they would get their story straight for once. 


Mr Stockwell: If he wanted to consult, why did he not 
consult before the budget? Why did he not do the consulta- 
tion before he announced the budget? He is trying to take 
credit for correcting a mistake he made that is embarrass- 
ing. If he never made the mistake, he would not have been 
trying to pat himself on the back correcting it. He has 
partially corrected this $45-million error in what is gener- 
ally recognized as a $52-billion blunder that has done 
nothing to solve the problems of migration from Ontario. 
In western Canada his government has been described as 
the most spectacular western development program ever 
launched. They think he is tremendous in western Canada. 

Now that he has recognized his error with the gas guz- 
zler tax, can he tell the truckers and the tourism operators 
why they should continue to pay for his mistakes? It was 
his mistake he is correcting today. When can they expect 
some relief from Floyd’s follies? Or does one phone call 
from Bob White count for more with this government than 
the hundreds of calls and faxes he gets from tourism oper- 
ators and truckers? Is Bob White more important than 
thousands of people in this province? | 
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Hon Mr Laughren: I must say the member for 
‘Etobicoke West puzzles me from time to time. I think he is 
‘iappy that we consulted with the industry, the workers and 
their representatives, the auto dealers and the environmen- 
Ealists, but on the other hand I do not think he is happy that 
we made a change. Maybe he is all in favour of token 
‘consultation. We are not. We are in favour of meaningful 
consultation, and that is why we sat down with all the 
major players. I think the member for Etobicoke West 
‘should get his story straight. Does he want us to meet with 
people and consult in a meaningful way or does he want us 
just to proceed in a high-handed way, the way his federal 
counterparts have been doing? 


_ Mr Stockwell: He consulted before the government 
with union heads, and that is it. He did not consult with 
business. The story is very strange. The people from Ford 
did not hear from the Treasurer, the people from General 
Motors did not hear from him. The only reason he changed 
this is that Bob White flip-flopped. That is why the Trea- 
surer changed this.gas guzzler tax. Get my story straight? 
Why does the Treasurer not try getting his government’s 
story straight? 

| The Treasurer keeps telling us the business community 
has confidence in Ontario, that he does not think it is fair 
to say it does not have confidence in this government. If he 
thinks they have confidence, then why are 3,000 people 
protesting on the front lawn of the Legislature? Why are 
1,000 more expected this Thursday, protesting his budget? 
If having the province’s credit rating downgraded by every 
major agency in North America, if having a plan to double 
the province’s debt in four years, if comments in the press 
from Ontario business people saying they are not planning 
to invest in this province—if the Treasurer thinks this is a 
vote of confidence by the business community, can he give 
‘me an example of any business leader, any business group 
or any business person who thinks he and his government 
are doing a good job? 

Hon Mr Laughren: I assume the member is seeking 
a name other than that of Conrad Black, and I will try to 
think of one in a moment. I should straighten out the 
member’s strange perspective. He should know that prior 
to the budget we consulted very widely, including with the 
business community and the automobile industry, so I do 
not know where in the world the member for Etobicoke 
West is getting his facts. I have no idea. I will stack up the 
credibility of this government with the credibility of his 
party’s federal government any day of the week. 


LONG-TERM CARE 


_ Mr Jackson: My question is for the Minister of Com- 
munity and Social Services. She made an announcement 
on 11 June on long-term care, which was a disappointment 
to individuals and to groups that have waited since last 
September to find out what the government’s new direc- 
tion was, and she must appreciate how shocked these peo- 
| ple and these groups were to learn that she made the 
announcement, yet she had not released publicly, nor was 
it ready, her long-term paper. 

Thousands of seniors, persons with disabilities, people 
who work as health care professionals and their families 
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feel let down by a government and a minister who yet 
again apparently has not done her homework. It is my 
understanding that Peter Clutterbuck was hired to draft the 
government’s long-term care strategy and that it was com- 
pleted last April. If that is true, will the minister please 
advise the House why she has not made that document 
public and will she undertake to release that document to 
the members of the press gallery, the members of this 
House and the people of the province who are interested in 
long-term care reform? 


Hon Ms Akande: This will be a brief answer: The 
consultation paper was not completed by April, as the 
member has suggested, not to our satisfaction and in the 
way that it will be submitted when it goes out for consulta- 
tion, and therefore it has not been put out for consultation. 


Mr Jackson: That information raises serious credibil- 
ity questions about the minister’s timing of the announce- 
ment and just exactly how meaningful the consultation 
process will be if the government is to meet honest-to- 
goodness time lines. They do not have the document for 
public consumption. 


It is clear, therefore, that the minister has no immediate 
plans to match the financial support requirements and ac- 
tual care requirements of residents in homes for the aged 
and nursing homes with their actual needs. This is why I 
am particularly distressed to learn that a week ago in Ot- 
tawa, J. Kaufman, until recently the assistant deputy minis- 
ter, institutional health, announced that the government 
intends to phase out chronic care hospitals. Will the minis- 
ter please advise this House if that statement has any truth 
or basis in fact, as the assistant deputy minister of Health 
would have been in a position to make that statement. 
Would she please confirm if there is any truth to that, and 
what is the exact status of the chronic care role study 
which the government has been talking about for the last 
nine months? 
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Hon Ms Akande: Once again the member has a few 
errors in his statement which he makes as a premise to his 
remarks, and they are not correct. 


First, the consultation paper we are putting out this 
summer and subsequently through the fall was certainly 
not complete as of April and was not in a form where we 
felt in April that it should be submitted. It will be put out in 
the summer and in the fall. 


The second thing is that the statement which was made 
concerning the chronic care hospitals is one that I would 
not have had announced at that time. However, the mem- 
ber is correct, it was announced, and we are not confirm- 
ing or negating this at this time in this House. 


Mr Jackson: That is an incredible statement for the 
minister to be making. It is bad enough that she does not 
do her homework, but the government is not even allowing 
her to make public what the lesson is going to be. Let’s 
face it, we have blockages in our chronic care health deliv- 
ery. We have cutbacks in homes for the aged beds, we 
have cutbacks in nursing home beds, we have cutbacks in 
the chronic care psychogeriatric wards and now we have 
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word, as the minister has confirmed, that the government 
is considering cutting back chronic care hospitals. 

There are going to be incredible blockages in the health 
care delivery system in this province unless we get on with 
the agenda of long-term health care reform. We know that 
Peter Clutterbuck’s report has been completed and sitting 
on the minister’s desk since April. Groups all across On- 
tario are anxious to get on with the reform, and the minis- 
ter simply says she did not like what she saw in the report 
and she is not prepared to proceed with it. What is going to 
happen to those senior citizens who are now on three-year 
waiting lists for chronic care beds in this province as we 
see cutback after cutback? Where is the planning? Where 
is the time frame? When is the minister going to get on 
with it? 

Hon Ms Akande: If the member is in love with Mr 
Clutterbuck’s plan, then he should, of course, distribute it. 
It is not the plan, the consultation paper that we are putting 
in place. We did announce that levels of care funding will 
be coming in during 1993. In fact, we do have a plan in 
place which we described to the House at that time. 

We are also quite aware that one of the things we are 
trying to do is to replace chronic care with the kind of 
facilities that are really useful in the community so that 
people can be served in the community and so that exces- 
sive expenditure does not go to support people whose 
needs cannot be met within chronic care and where 
chronic care is not necessary. 

We did announce those things. Yes, I did my home- 
work. The other problem is, though, that the member is a 
selective listener and has difficulty comprehending infor- 
mation that is given in more than one-syllable words. 


CHILDREN’S AID SOCIETY OF YORK REGION 


Mrs McLeod: I also have a question for the Minister 
of Community of Social Services, this time on a different 
topic, although I think we are all amazed on this side of the 
House with the answer that was just given to the last question. 

I would like to draw the minister’s attention to a press 
release last week in which the minister indicated she was 
appointing a new children’s aid society corporation and 
board in York region. We are all aware that the reason the 
minister took this step was that the previous board felt it 
had no choice but to resign. The board members felt com- 
pletely unable to meet their responsibilities under the act 
with the inadequacy of funding provided by the ministry. 

I was dismayed to read the comments of the minister in 
relation to the members of the new board when she said 
these members were keenly interested in how services can 
meet the needs of the area’s children and families. Surely 
the minister would acknowledge that the members of the 
old board in York region were equally keenly aware of and 
keenly concerned to meet the needs of the children in York 
region. Would she also acknowledge that this whole fiasco 
in York region is a result of the attempt to find a board that 
would acquiesce to the government’s requirements for cuts 
in spending? Perhaps she would tell us all what she has 
told the new board to do. 


Hon Ms Akande: I welcome the opportunity to an- 
swer this question. It seems to me that it is a rather late and 
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slow response to the needs of a children’s aid society that. 
have been growing for five years. It seems to me it would 
have been easier to address one’s response to that deficit 
last year, when there was a surplus, yet that was not done, 
We offered $7.6 million towards that deficit, considerably 
more than what was offered by any previous government, 
We attempted to work with the board while we were alter- 
ing the way in which we look at funding for the CAS. That 
was met with the resignation of that board. | 

We have a responsibility to see that children are not at 
tisk and to see that the system is maintained so, in re- 
sponse to the resignation of others, we initiated a new 
board. | 


Mrs McLeod: As the minister will probably be 
aware, the previous government was concerned about the 
consistency of funding for children’s aid societies and the 
previous minister initiated a review that the minister 
should be well aware of, to be able to address the funding 
concerns that were being presented by children’s aid socie- 
ties even then. 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


Mrs McLeod: I also Suggest to the minister that we 
would have been well aware that in a time of recession, as 
we tried to indicate in a question last week, it is children in 
families under stress who become even more at risk, which 
is why children’s aid societies across this province are 
seeing more and more children come into care. 

I raised this concern with the minister earlier and \ was” 
more than a little surprised to have her say in her response 
that direct services to children were always funded and 
that it was largely capital costs that were of concern. That 
was not the case in York region; I do not believe it would 
be found to be the case in any children’s aid society across 
the province. We know that additional administrative costs | 
as more children come into care are not being met. We 
know there are many areas in which preventive services 
are not being funded. We know that cash flow problems, as 
more and more children come into care, are becoming 
absolutely critical. 

There are very serious concerns. about the consistency 
and the rationality of funding for children’s aid societies. 
The minister can change boards as frequently as she would 
like and that will not change the reality. I would ask if she 
would direct her ministry to acknowledge the real cost 
concems of children’s aid societies across this province 
and undertake to fund the very legitimate costs of man- 
dated services. 


Hon Ms Akande: I thank the member for the review 
of the costs that make up the deficit. It seems to me that a 
government that so strongly understands it might have ad- 
dressed it. 

I have to say we have attempted and are attempting to 
look in a comprehensive way at a new way of funding the 
CAS. We recognize the difficulties. Of course, the member. 
is correct, the additional support costs were not picked up; 
some of the capital costs were not picked up. One would 
recognize long before five years came to an end that those, 
costs would definitely be added when more service providers 


who work directly with the children are added. Neverthe- 
less, those costs were not picked up. We have attempted 
and are continuing to attempt to find a better way of fund- 
ing the CAS. 


ALTERNATIVE FUELS 


| Mr Villeneuve: I am sure the Minister of Agriculture 
and Food is aware of the verbal commitment the NDP, his 
party, has given to fuel ethanol and to the great advantage 
that it would have towards cleaning up our environment. 
After all the verbal support we have heard, can he tell us 
today what support he, as the Minister of Agriculture and 
‘Food, and other ministers—of Energy, Transportation, 
jetc—give to providing a cleaner burning fuel by mixing 
ethanol and other fuel? 
_ Hon Mr Buchanan: I am very pleased to have that 
)question presented today. We are co-operating with our 
‘colleagues the Minister of Energy and the Minister of 
Transportation. We hope to be able to have some pilot 
projects up and going the first of next year. We are work- 
ing over the summer and the fall looking at what we can 
put together to start off, hopefully, with something that will 
be a small pilot project, something that can grow and be of 
‘benefit to rural Ontario. 
1500 
_ Mr Villeneuve: I appreciate that pilot projects are 
great. However, we know it is working well in other prov- 
‘inces. It is working extremely well in the United States. 
‘More ethanol is being burned in the United States than all 
‘of the fuel in Canada. The Ontario Global Warming Coali- 
tion has reported that there would be great advantages to 
‘blending fuel ethanol with fuel. It also recommends a 10% 
‘ethanol blend, which would therefore reduce the amount of 
fuel we would need by 10%. That 10% would indeed be a 
‘renewable source of fuel. Above and beyond, we have to 
have a little better than pilot projects, because we know it 
works and it works well. When will the minister announce 
an industry that will help to clean the air and also help 
agriculture? 


Hon Mr Buchanan: I do not know what the member 
is suggesting. The point is that we do support the use of 
ethanol, we support the 10% mix concept and we are cur- 
rently investigating exploring ways of getting that going, 
starting with small sites for the production of ethanol, 
looking at what kind of agreements can be worked out 
with the fuel companies and so on, so that it can be 
brought on stream in an economical and a timely way. 


| AGRICULTURAL PROGRAMS 


| Mr Drainville: I would like to direct my question to 

the Minister of Agriculture and Food. Recently Victoria 
-county’s economic strategy steering committee reported 

that the county should consider focusing on four sectors of 
the local economy to develop long-term economic growth. 

One of these was integral to the economy; that is, the 

agricultural sector. Specifically, the report called for ways 
to add value to agricultural production. Could the minister 
inform the House of any programs or initiatives he has 
undertaken to address this fundamental issue? 
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Hon Mr Buchanan: | think the best initiative that ad- 
dresses the point the member makes is that back in January 
we announced Innovation Agriculture, a new group of pro- 
fessionals within the ministry that is looking into new ini- 
tiatives as to how we can look into value added 
production, as the member says, and look at how we can 
market non-traditional crops and livestock commodities. 
Working directly with farmers and local groups and orga- 
nizations, they are going to be exploring to see how we 
can expand on new strategies and value added production 
in rural Ontario. 

Mr Drainville: I thank the minister for that, but one 
of the important things is that we are in a time constraint 
right now economically. We need some of these initiatives 
to take place as soon as possible and they need to be able 
to expand the economy. What are the time lines? 


Hon Mr Buchanan: The hiring for the five positions 
I mentioned earlier started last week and hopefully will be 
concluded this week. The positions will be filled. We hope 
the program is going to be fully operational by September. 
There will be consultations going on around the province. 
This is a provincial program that is headquartered in 
Guelph. They will be going around and meeting various 
groups across the province starting in September. 


LONG-TERM CARE 


Mr Phillips: I would like to follow up the rather un- 
usual announcement today by the Minister of Community 
and Social Services. As members know, we have been 
pushing very hard on the government’s plans for long-term 
care reform. Then we hear today that the plans seem to be 
to close the chronic care hospitals. I think members can 
appreciate how the patients in those facilities will be feel- 
ing right now with the announcement by the minister 
today that she will not be confirming or denying. I wonder 
if the minister can be a little bit more specific, so that we 
can provide some reassurance to those patients now in 
those hospitals who must be wondering about their future. 


Hon Ms Akande: There will always be chronic care 
hospitals. There will always be people who require that 
kind of care. However, we have announced that we are 
focusing on a shift of service into the community, not for 
everyone but certainly for those people who are now 
placed in facilities like that when that is not necessary. In 
order to do that, we have refocused funds so that we can in 
fact build up services in the community to take and to care 
for and support people appropriately there. Those who re- 
quire chronic care will always have chronic care facilities. 


Mr Phillips: Actually the minister has announced 
nothing. Believe me, she has spent eight months doing 
nothing, studying it and doing nothing. We still do not 
have her report, her consultation paper, after eight months. 
It is supposed to be coming out in the summer and then 
there is to be more consultation. She has announced nothing. 

I wonder if I might follow up again on the answer she 
gave. I think she said, “We will be replacing”—these are 
the words I think she used—‘“chronic care hospitals with 
the kind of care that is useful.” I believe those are the 
minister’s words. I ask her what she meant by the remarks 


2226 


that she will be replacing chronic care hospitals with the 
kind of care that is useful. 


Hon Ms Akande: I will be subject to check, but I do 
not believe I used the word “useful.” However, what I do 
mean is that we will be replacing the extent of chronic care 
to put greater support within the community. With levels 
of care, only those people who are assessed as actually 
requiring chronic care will be given such in chronic care 
hospitals. Others who are currently using those services 
who do not actually require them will be directed to what 
are more appropriate community support services. 


GRAPE AND WINE INDUSTRY 


Mr Runciman: My question is for the Minister of 
Consumer and Commercial Relations. Last month I made 
a statement in the House in respect to the fact that a com- 
pany in Grimsby, Rieder Distillery, which purchases sur- 
plus grapes from the provincial government and then uses 
the surplus grapes to produce a quality brandy, has had no 
success in attempting to sell its brandy to the Liquor Con- 
trol Board of Ontario. Instead, the LCBO purchases 
brandy from France and then bottles and sells it. Since we 
are talking about Ontario grapes, an Ontario producer and 
Ontario brandy, can the minister give us any reason why 
the LCBO should not purchase Rieder Distillery’s brandy? 

Hon Ms Churley: I do not have the answer for the 
member today. I was not expecting this question today. It 
did come up some time ago and it was not directed to me 
at that time, but I would be very happy to get back to the 
member tomorrow if he would like. 


Mr Runciman: I made a statement in the House and I 
believe that when we are talking about the LCBO we are 
talking about the minister’s responsibilities. If her staff 
were on their toes, I think at the very least they would 
bring this to her attention. Maybe I am being too harsh. 
This is perhaps reflective of this whole government’s ap- 
proach in terms of the economy. This may be a relatively 
small matter, but we are talking about an Ontario producer. 

I want to put a quote on the record in respect to a letter 
I received from the Ontario Grape Growers’ Marketing 
Board in response to the statement. At least they were 
listening. They paid attention and they were commending 
my party’s position. “Otto Rieder’s brandies earn awards 
around the world, so there can be no questioning the qual- 
ity of the product he produces.” We are talking about first- 
quality products. 

I would like to have some kind of response from the 
minister. When Ontarians go into a liquor control board 
store in Ontario and they see an Ontario crest label on a 
product, I think it is only reasonable they assume this is an 
Ontario product. Why can she not take steps immediately 
to ensure this is indeed the case? 


Hon Ms Churley: Mr Speaker, I must admit I had 
trouble hearing the question well because of the din around 
me. You may have noticed that yourself. 

Interjections. 

Hon Ms Churley: Now it is getting louder. 

However, I agree with the member of the third party 
that this is a very serious issue and one I am concerned 
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about. I would like to point out to the member that I do 
have over 50 acts in my ministry, and although my minis- 
try is not one of the ones that are in the media and ques- 
tioned every day, there are a number of issues that I deal 
with daily. This is not an excuse. It just so happens that, as 
I said earlier on when asked a question, I hate to give fluff 
answers. I like to be able to answer a member’s question 
properly. I have said I will do that tomorrow. If he will be 
just a little bit more patient and a little bit more under- 
standing, I will give him an answer tomorrow. 


1510 
EMPLOYMENT ADJUSTMENT 


Mr Jamison: As most of the members are aware, an 
announcement was made by the Ministry of Labour in 
January that the government would be providing an addi- 
tional $25 million in new funding to create new programs 
to assist laid-off workers and enhance existing ones. The 
Ministry of Labour programs which will benefit from this 
include community help centres and the Transitions pro- 


gram. When does the Minister of Labour expect a decision 
around the funding to the workers’ support centres to be 


finalized? 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: In terms of the labour adjust-— 
ment initiatives that we announced some time ago, we are 
up and running on all of them. We currently have regional 
committees assisting people in Milverton, Wawa and 


North Bay and we are working on Kapuskasing and Elliot 


Lake. We have made help centre funding to four commu- — 


nities. We have special initiatives funding to some six 


other communities. We have over 100 plant-level commit- — 


tees currently in place as a result of the labour adjustment 
funding and we have hired nine special advisers for com- 
munity assistance and assistance where plants have closed. 


All of this is currently under way. We are looking at addi- 
tional requests, of which there is a large number, for help — 


centres. We are evaluating those requests as we receive 
them. 


Mr Jamison: Upon allocation of the funds, what 


would be the expected time frame between application and 
review of the criteria and actual disbursement of funds? 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: The chief problem here will be 


which of the additional requests we have had we are able 
to meet, and that should be done fairly shortly. As I say, we 
have a number of cities where the funds are already in 
place and we have had a large number of requests for 


assistance which we are currently evaluating. I do not 


think it will take too much time to put them in place once 
we find out just how many additional centres we can fund. 


ROUGE VALLEY 


Mr Ramsay: I hope the Minister of Natural Re- 
sources is aware of the Pinegrove Forest site that is at the - 
eastern edge of the Rouge Valley park land. It contains the - 
last nesting colony of great blue herons in the Metro re- 
gion. But this site is slated for immediate development. 

The ministry recently completed a life science inven- 
tory of the site and recommended that a portion of this site 
be set aside as an area of natural and scientific interest, an | 
ANSI. This classification would at least give this site some | 
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| 
Ibaitial protection. Time is of the essence, though, because 
Pickering council tonight gives consideration to develop- 
‘ment of this site. As of an hour ago, when I checked with 
fhe planning department, it had not heard any word from 
the minister or his ministry as to provincial interest in this 
site. Will the minister be expressing his concerns to the 
‘city of Pickering today? Will he be following his 
‘ministry’s advice that this area should be saved? 


Hon Mr Wildman: The question is an important one. 
I appreciate the member raising it. The matter is under 
active review and we will be making a decision shortly. 


_ Mr Ramsay: I appreciate the minister’s concern but I 
hope active review will culminate this afternoon. We really 
‘need to have an indication of provincial interest to the 
‘council at Pickering tonight as it is going to be making a 
decision on this. As he knows, the Rouge Valley park advi- 
‘sory committee has sent him many recommendations as to 
how this total area should be managed. 

This is only one of many threats to this area. I am sure 
the minister would be aware of the many golf course pro- 
posals being addressed for this site that have to be looked 
at. Now citizens’ groups, not government, are basically 
being asked to take the lead in preventing storm water 
‘ponds being established in this particular site. As we 
‘speak, again, other condominium projects are being pro- 
posed not 10 metres from the edge of the Rouge Valley. 
| I would ask the minister that he make sure there is no 
longer the confusion of provincial government and munic- 
ipal government working together. We need to have some 
‘co-ordination so that municipalities, planners, everybody 
‘involved in the Rouge Valley area, knows where the gov- 
‘ernment stands and so we get a co-ordinated approach to 
‘planning in this area. 

Hon Mr Wildman: As the member knows, the pro- 
tection of the Rouge Valley generally is a very high prior- 
ity with this government, and the various ministries and 
agencies that are involved are co-ordinating their efforts to 
‘ensure that we protect the Rouge. I would say, in addition 
to what I said earlier, I have every confidence in the scien- 
‘tific work done by my ministry staff and I am very sup- 
portive of the program on areas of natural and scientific 
interest program, as I am sure all members are, including 
the member for Grey. We are determined to do what we 
can to ensure that the protection of the great blue heron 
tookery is carried out. 


| NATIVE HUNTING AND FISHING 


Mr McLean: My question is for the Minister of Natu- 
ral Resources. The minister knows Algonquin Park pro- 
vides some of the finest lake trout and brook trout angling 
in Ontario. Historically and today, access and harvesting 
limitations have collectively served to preserve these heri- 
tage trout populations, which typically allow a harvest of 
only one-quarter to one-half pound per acre of lake per 
“year. 

These regulations are clearly necessary for the proper 
‘management and conservation of the park’s fisheries re- 
“sources. The park’s lakes are small and natural populations 
are very low without access and harvesting limitations that 
are at least as restrictive as those in effect today. The 


ministry’s own published research clearly indicates these 
heritage fisheries will be extremely vulnerable to over- 
harvesting to the point of extinction. 

Does the minister acknowledge that current access and 
harvesting limitations are essential to sustain Algonquin 
Park’s outstanding fisheries? 


Hon Mr Wildman: I am sure the member is aware 
that the reason we have the limitations is that they are 
considered necessary for sustaining the fishery. 


Mr McLean: In the minister’s response to the Algon- 
quin Park management plan review, the minister has 
changed the Algonquin Park goals statement to place more 
emphasis in the future on protection and recreation objec- 
tives. I also note in the interim enforcement policy an- 
nounced recently by the minister that aboriginal rights to 
fish for food must first ensure that conservation and re- 
source management concerns have been satisfied, as re- 
quired by the Sparrow decision. 

Why is the minister currently allowing the Algonquins 
of Golden Lake to drive over logging roads that are closed 
to the public to gain access and fish throughout the interior 
of the park? Why is he allowing this when it threatens 
fisheries and destroys a higher priority resource, the wil- 
derness recreation experience of other park users? Why is 
he allowing this when it is totally unnecessary, as the food 
needs of the Algonquins can be met entirely closer to their 
homes outside the park? 


Hon Mr Wildman: This is a very difficult question 
and one that I hope the member will agree is not easily 
resolved. He knows we are currently involved in negotia- 
tions that will attempt to deal with this issue. 

I think it is important for all of us in this House to 
recognize that we cannot, on the one hand, say we support 
aboriginal rights to hunt and fish for food and for ceremo- 
nial purposes, as guaranteed in the Constitution of this 
country under section 35 and as has been supported by the 
Supreme Court of Canada, and then on the other hand say 
we should not enter into discussions with the aboriginal 
people on how that right can be exercised while meeting 
our obligations under the Supreme Court decision to pro- 
tect conservation. 

These are not easy negotiations. They are a top priority 
of this government. We will be working as quickly as pos- 
sible to resolve these issues and to come up with interim 
agreements acceptable to all to ensure that the rights of the 
aboriginal people are protected, as all members say they 
wish them to be, while at the same time protecting the 
conservation and park values of Algonquin Park. 


LONG-TERM CARE 


Mrs MacKinnon: My question today is directed to 
the Minister of Community and Social Services. As every- 
one in this caucus is aware, I am sure, long-term care is 
one of my priorities, inasmuch as many of the residents in 
Lambton county are in that type of facility. Could the min- 
ister please tell me what ways the long-term care direction 
is different now than it was with our former government? 


Hon Ms Akande: I am very happy to answer that 
question. Number one, we will significantly enhance the 
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commitment to community and neighbourhood support 
services. As a matter of fact, we will pick up the deficits 
for all of the budget that the government approves, so that 
will be an increase and it will be unnecessary for those 
particular facilities to raise additional funds. 

There will be no charge to consumers for services pro- 
vided in the home, such as health care, personal care and 
homemaking. The Ontario government will pick up all 
those charges. The previous government was accepting 
only the health care charges. 

We will make a substantial investment in supported 
housing programs, enabling seniors to live in the commu- 
nity. We are allocating funds from the hospital sector to 
long-term care services in the community—the realloca- 
tion of an additional $37.6 million—and we are creating 
new service co-ordination agencies. The communities will 
be involved in the development of those agencies. 

1520 
CONSUMER PROTECTION 


Mr Mahoney: My question is to the Minister of Con- 
sumer and Commercial Relations. As I am sure all mem- 
bers of this House are aware, senior citizens are 
particularly vulnerable to being defrauded by unethical 
business practitioners. Recently on CKCO television, sev- 
eral cases involving— 


Interjection. 


Mr Mahoney: I am sure you can hear this. Several 
cases involving the defrauding of senior citizens were re- 
ported, including the case of an elderly widow who wound 
up spending over $40,000 on home repairs, subsequently 
valued by police at about $10,000. 

Our Liberal government unveiled a comprehensive 
consumer protection code last July that was aimed at pro- 
tecting vulnerable consumers, in particular seniors. This 
government has done nothing to implement this legisla- 
tion. Meanwhile, the minister appeared on CITY-TV stat- 
ing that Ontario needs a comprehensive consumer 
protection code. Maybe she is not aware that this legisla- 
tion has already been drafted. Does the minister plan to do 
anything to protect senior citizens from these home repair 
and other frauds and is she ever planning on introducing 
the consumer protection code? 


Hon Ms Churley: I certainly did not have any trouble 
hearing this questioner. 

I am happy to say I am very aware of the code. I have 
reviewed it thoroughly and I hope to bring it forward very 
soon. 

I want to tell the member that I am extremely con- 
cerned about the abuse that not only seniors but other con- 
sumers in this province are taking. However, the consumer 
code as devised by the previous Liberal government is not 
thorough enough. I have had the opportunity as the new 
minister to review the code, and it is inadequate. In the 
complex marketplace of today, it leaves out some compo- 
nents that are very important to bring into any new con- 
sumer legislation. However, I thank the member for 
bringing the concern forward. I can guarantee that the new 
consumer protection I am putting into the code will be 
brought forward very soon. 


minister’s apparent flippant disregard—not for the work | 
necessarily of the former government, because it does not 
surprise me that she would take a partisan position on that, 


but the fact is that several stakeholder groups were involved 
in negotiating over months and months of consultation. 


Mr Sorbara: Years. 


Mr Mahoney: Years. The former Minister of Labour 
says years, because they were involved. The Ministry of | 
Industry, Trade and Technology was involved. We had par- | 
liamentary assistants who attended meetings on behalf of | 
the ministries. We had the consumer associations involved. | 
We had the small business community involved. 


Mr Sorbara: We had the trade unions involved. 


Mr Mahoney: We had the trade unions involved. I do — 
not know who the minister needs to involve now or how | 
she thinks she is going to solve this problem. In the mean- ; 
time, we have senior citizens getting ripped off out there, — 


with no alternative, with nobody to turn to, while this min- 
ister simply fiddles around with the legislation. 


The Speaker: Your question? 


Mr Mahoney: I have noticed the minister has re- 
placed the former minister’s signature on all the elevators 


in the province. So at least she has accomplished that. 
The Speaker: Do you have a question? 
Mr Mahoney: I guess that takes a lot of time, with the 


Mr Mahoney: I have a lot of concern about ined 


white-out and the new pen, to go around and change all . 


that. 
The Speaker: Does the member have a question? 


Mr Mahoney: I have noticed that the birth certificates 
take longer than ever to get. When is the minister going to _ 
do something that will help the seniors? The minister re- | 
sponsible for senior citizens’ affairs is ignoring them. We — 


have a consumer protection piece of legislation where the 


| 


work has been done. She is allowing it simply to gather | 


dust. The minister should do something. 
The Speaker: Will the member take his seat, please. 


Hon Ms Churley: I hope I will be allowed at least — 
half the time to respond to the very lengthy tirade that was | 
just presented to me instead of a question, even though the © 
question period is up. First of all I want to tell the member 


that I am not as flippant as he is about this particular 


situation. I think he has to bear in mind that a Liberal — 


government was in power for some time and that govern- 


ment did not bring in new consumer protection legislation. © 
I think we have to keep that very much in mind. In the — 


meantime I have consulted with many of the groups he 


mentioned today. He might be surprised to know that I 


have a good working relationship with those groups. The 
consumers’ organization, for instance, agrees with me that, 
even though it is anxious to have this legislation brought 
forward, there are some components, for instance, plain 
language—we are looking at other kinds of issues—that 
have been left out. So I just want to assure the member 
again that in fact | am working very hard. 

In closing I have to say that of the 50 acts I have now 
in this ministry, a number need complete overhaul. Some 
have not been touched in years and years. Work on others 
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was started by the Liberals but got nowhere. These need 


the attention of this government to make sure they are 
adequate for the people of Ontario. 


The Speaker: The time for oral questions has expired. 


MULTICULTURALISM 
Hon Mr Pilkey: Mr Speaker, on a point of privilege 


_ on a non-partisan matter: I would just like to recognize that 
the Minister of Citizenship received a document today, 
- Multiculturalism Alive, a resource kit. It is being distrib- 
uted to all members of this House for their very careful 
_ consideration, which I know they will give it. I would just 
' like to indicate very briefly that Carman Germano, who 


was chairperson for this particular document that seeks to 


- build on our cultural diversity towards equity, and Brian 
_ Vrebosch, president of the multicultural council, are here 
_ in the gallery and have enjoyed the support of all members 
of the House in the past with respect to this particular 


message. I would like to acknowledge their presence and 


- recommend that all members give this very careful attention 
because I know their feelings with respect to multiculturalism. 


MEMBERS’ COMMENTS 
Mr Hayes: I was always brought up to respect other 


people and their views, and even though some of our be- 


liefs and things are not the same, I think in this House we 
should show respect for our colleagues regardless of what 
side they are on. On Thursday 20 June I kind of let my 
emotions get carried away and I did a more or less per- 
sonal verbal attack on the member for Etobicoke West. I 


_ would like to apologize to that member and hope he ac- 


cepts my apologies. 

Mr Stockwell: I certainly accept the apology and I 
would like to offer mine as well because the personal at- 
tack was not one way. 


The Speaker: As one who is often caught in the mid- 


_ dle of the cross-fire, I appreciate the twin apologies. 


| 


—— oul 


| 


| 


1530 
MULTICULTURALISM 


Mrs Caplan: I would rise on a point of order on the 
statement that was just made by the Minister of Industry, 
Trade and Technology. There are people here in the gal- 
lery. All parties should have had an opportunity to respond. 
What he said belongs more properly during ministers’ 


| statements. In fact, because of the significance of the docu- 


ment, it should have been a statement from the Minister of 
Citizenship. His conduct was out of order and I am of- 
fended as a member of this House that I have not had an 
opportunity— 
The Speaker: Would the member take her seat. When 
I have everyone’s attention I will address the matter raised. 
Now that we are all relaxed and happy I can address 


| the matter raised by the member for Oriole. Indeed, she 


raised a point which has been raised on other occasions 


_ and is a matter of concern because it affects all parties. 
| There are occasions when members wish to introduce 


guests in the gallery. I suggest it would be certainly appro- 


| priate if, in advance of question period, the House leaders 
were consulted with respect to who might rise on a point 
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and gain the unanimous consent of the assembly to make 
remarks. That perhaps would be a more orderly way to 
handle these types of situations. 

Our orders do not provide—and perhaps they are defi- 
cient in not so doing—an opportunity to introduce a wide 
variety of guests. I realize members’ intentions are honour- 
able, that they wish to pay attention to, and have attention 
brought to bear for, special guests who appear here, but 
perhaps there is a little more orderly way of doing it. For 
the time being, I suggest they work through the House 
leaders to achieve what they wish to achieve. 

Mrs Caplan: Mr Speaker, with respect, I think I have 
raised a legitimate point of order— 

The Speaker: Yes, and I have responded to it. Would 
the member take her seat, please. 

I beg to inform the House— 

Interjections. 


The Speaker: A point of order was brought to my 
attention; I have dealt with it. 


REPORT BY COMMITTEE 


COMMISSIONERS OF ESTATE BILLS 


The Speaker: I beg to inform the House that the 
Clerk has received a favourable report from the Commis- 
sioners of Estate Bills with respect to Bill Pr70, An Act 
respecting The Royal Conservatory of Music. 

Accordingly, pursuant to standing order 84(e), the bill 
stands referred to the standing committee on regulations 
and private bills. 


PETITIONS 


LAND REGISTRATION 
Mrs Mathyssen: Today I am presenting a petition 
from 1,007 residents of the Glencoe area who respectfully 
ask the government of the province of Ontario to recon- 
sider the closure of the land registry office in the town of 
Glencoe for the benefit of the town and rural community it 
serves. 


OATH OF ALLEGIANCE 


Mrs Sullivan: I have a petition from many people 
from Oakville and Burlington which reads as follows: 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Ontario as follows: 

“That the assembly shall demand that the government of 
Ontario rescind its decision to eliminate the oath of allegiance 
to the Queen of Canada for police officers who must uphold 
laws that are proclaimed in the name of Elizabeth II.” 

I have affixed my signature to the petition and concur 
with it. 

PROVINCIAL COLLEGES 

Mr Grandmaitre: I have a petition which reads: 

“Whereas Ontario provincial colleges are not required 
by provincial law to pay sessional teachers the 4% holiday 
pay that all Ontario employers are required to pay their 
employees, we request that the Legislative Assembly move 
to included these provincial colleges in the above-men- 
tioned law.” 
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PHOSPHATES 

Mr Cleary: I have a petition sponsored by the re- 
source centre in my riding. It has over 1,600 signatures 
and it says: 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Ontario as follows: 

“To ban the manufacture and sale of detergents con- 
taining phosphates.” 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


TRUCK TRANSPORTATION AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI 
SUR LE CAMIONNAGE 

Mr Philip moved first reading of Bill 129, An Act to 
amend the Truck Transportation Act, 1988. 

M. Philip propose la premiére lecture du projet de 
loi 129, Loi portant modification de la Loi de 1988 sur le 
camionnage. 

Motion agreed to. 

La motion est adoptée. 

Hon Mr Philip: Mr Speaker, the purpose of the bill is 
to assist the for-hire trucking industry by placing a morato- 
rium on new trucking licences within the province, and by 
regulating load brokers. 


TOWN OF OAKVILLE ACT, 1991 
Mr Carr moved first reading of Bill Pr82, An Act re- 
specting the Town of Oakville. 
Motion agreed to. 


CITY OF NORTH YORK ACT, 1991 
Mr Mammoliti moved first reading of Bill Pr62, An 
Act respecting the City of North York. 
Motion agreed to. 


RETAIL SALES TAX AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI 
SUR LA TAXE DE VENTE AU DETAIL 

Ms Wark-Martyn moved first reading of Bill 130, An 
Act to amend the Retail Sales Tax Act. 

M™< Wark-Martyn propose la premiére lecture du pro- 
jet de loi 130, Loi modifiant la Loi sur la taxe de vente au 
détail. 

Motion agreed to. 

La motion est adoptée. 

Hon Ms Wark-Martyn: Mr Speaker, this bill, An Act 
to amend the Retail Sales Tax Act, implements the changes 
announced by the Treasurer in his statement today. The bill 
replaces the tax on fuel inefficient vehicles with the new 
tax for fuel conservation. 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY 


CITY OF OTTAWA ACT, 1991 


Mr Chiarelli moved second reading on Bill Pr31, An 
Act respecting the City of Ottawa. 


Motion agreed to. 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. 
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CITY OF TORONTO ACT, 1991 


Mr Silipo moved second reading on Bill Pr33, An Ac 


respecting the City of Toronto. 
Motion agreed to. 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. 


CITY OF TORONTO ACT, 1991 


Mr Silipo moved second reading of Bill Pr34, An Act | 


respecting the City of Toronto. 
Motion agreed to. 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. 


MAGNUM INTERNATIONAL PRODUCTIONS INC 
ACT, 1991 


Mr Elston, on behalf of Mr Mahoney, moved second 
reading of Bill Pr42, An Act to revive Magnum Interna- 


tional Productions Inc. 
Motion agreed to. 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. 


CITY OF TORONTO ACT, 1991 


Mr Silipo moved second reading of Bill Pr50, An Act 
respecting the City of Toronto. 


Motion agreed to. 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. 


CITY OF OTTAWA ACT, 1991 


Mr Chiarelli moved second reading of Bill Pr63, An 


Act respecting the City of Ottawa. 
Motion agreed to. 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. 


MULTIMOBILE CORPORATION LIMITED ACT, 1991 


Mr Offer moved second reading of Bill Pr65, An Act 
to revive Multimobile Corporation Limited. 


Motion agreed to. 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. 


CITY OF CHATHAM ACT, 1991 


Mr Hope moved second reading of Bill Pr75, An Act 
respecting the City of Chatham. 


Motion agreed to. 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. 


THIRD READINGS 
TROISIEME LECTURE 
The following bills were given third reading on motion: 


La motion de troisiéme lecture des projets de lois sui- 
vants est adoptée : 


Bill 25, An Act to amend the Planning Act, 1983 and ~ 


the Land Titles Act; 
Bill 30, An Act to amend the Education Act; 


Bill 36, An Act to amend certain Acts respecting | 


Assessment; 


Bill 79, An Act to amend the Gasoline Tax Act in 
respect of Liability for Tax on Transfers of Gasoline, Avi- 
ation Fuel or Propane; 
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Projet de loi 79, Loi portant modification de la Loi de 
la taxe sur l’essence concernant |’ assujettissement a la taxe 
lors de transferts d’essence, de carburant aviation ou de 
propane. 


Bill 82, An Act to establish the Treasury Board. 
Projet de loi 82, Loi créant le Conseil du Trésor. 
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LOI DE 1991 SUR LE CONTROLE DES LOYERS 


Mr Cooke moved second reading of Bill 121, An Act 
to revise the Law related to Residential Rent Regulation. 

M. Cooke propose la deuxiéme lecture du projet de 
loi 121, Loi révisant les lois relatives a la réglementation 
des loyers d’habitation. 


Hon Mr Cooke: I will be relatively brief on this bill 
and I look forward to the— 


Mr Elston: That is a relief. 


Hon Mr Cooke: I am not a lawyer, Murray. 

I would like to very much thank the people who have 
participated over the last several months in the develop- 
ment of this bill. 

The members will be aware that very shortly after we 
formed the government we brought in the temporary rent 
control legislation, commonly known as Bill 4, which was 
legislation put in place until we could develop, in consulta- 
tion with the people of this province, permanent rent con- 

trol legislation. The discussion document we produced and 
released in February resulted in this legislation. 

I do think it is important to review briefly the extensive 
consultation we went through with thousands of people 

across the province to develop Bill 121. The green paper, 
the consultation paper itself, went out to 20,000 individu- 
als or groups across the province. Many of them, of 
course, were requests to people who wanted to read the 
extensive document and wanted to comment. 

A summary copy of the consultation document went to 
980,000 households across the province, to every tenant 
household, because we wanted tenants to participate in the 
development of this legislation. Also, thousands of copies 
went out to landlords across the province as well, the sum- 
mary document as well as the full-sized document, in 
order to facilitate the involvement of landlords in this con- 
sultation process as well. 

__. There were 20 communities across the province that 
_we visited, seven of which where we had public meetings, 
and over 1,200 people attended. There were approximately 
500 submissions through those meetings. 

_ I should also indicate that in response to the 980,000 
‘summary documents that went out across the province, 
17,000 people filled out the questionnaire and gave us their 
opinion on what they thought should be in the permanent 
‘rent control legislation. 

_ Then, of course, there are many umbrella groups, or 
groups that represent landlords and tenants. We had 25 
direct meetings with groups like Fair Rental Policy Orga- 
nization of Ontario, with groups like the Association for 
Furthering Ontario’s Rental Development, the small 
landlords’ organization, and the Metro Toronto Federation 
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of Tenants, the United Tenants of Ontario and the Ottawa- 
Carleton Federation of Tenants’ Associations, those types 
of groups that represent a larger number of affiliated 
groups that come under their umbrella. 

All in all, we met with thousands of individuals and 
listened to their points of view in an attempt to come up 
with a piece of legislation that represented real protection 
for tenants in this province but also a system that was 
workable and responded to some of the concerns that had 
been expressed by the private sector, by landlords, in the 
consultation process. 


Mr Tilson: Do you think you succeeded? 


Hon Mr Cooke: Yes, I do. I think we have found a 
piece of legislation that, sure, some of the tenant groups 
say does not meet all of their demands and some of the 
landlord groups say does not meet all of their demands. 
But if people take an objective point of view and look at 
this legislation they will see a product that is a result of a 
government that is listening and wants to develop the piece 
of legislation that will offer that real protection for tenants, 
both in terms of rents and in terms of maintenance, and 
also will be fair to the landlord community in dealing with 
the legitimate requirements of some money to deal with 
capital. 

I have said all along, right from the beginning, that the 
permanent legislation would have to deal with the capital 
issue. 


Mr Elston: Is that all along from the beginning? 


Hon Mr Cooke: Yes, whatever. I think it is important 
that people understand the components of the rent in- 
creases that are provided for in this legislation and some of 
the important components or features that I believe make 
this legislation very fair. 


There are two guidelines in this legislation, and it is 
important that members of the Legislature understand it. 
This is the first piece of rent control legislation in the 
province that recognizes there are some differences be- 
tween small landlords and large landlords. That is some- 
thing we heard time and time again during the consultation 
process. I would suggest that the standing committee on 
general government, when it was examining Bill 4, heard 
that concern as well, that small landlords and large land- 
lords have some different concerns and issues, and that 
government should try to treat small landlords in a differ- 
ent way from large landlords. 


Previous governments said that was impossible. They 
did not respond; they did not do it. In this legislation we 
have brought out some very significant areas where small 
landlords will be treated differently from large landlords. 

The guideline itself has two guidelines, one for the 
large landlords and one for the small landlords. The guide- 
line is made up of inflation, to reflect the increased costs 
due to inflation, and also capital. I want to point out that it 
is the inflation guideline that treats small landlords differ- 
ently from large landlords. The guideline reflects 66% of 
the inflation costs for small landlords. If this legislation 
were in place this year it would produce a guideline for 
inflation purposes of 3.4% for small landlords, and for 
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large landlords it would produce an inflation guideline of 
2.6%. 

In addition to that, we have said we would build in an 
additional 2% in rent increases for capital. This is a very 
important aspect of the index, because I think it is fair to 
say that one of the arguments the Conservative Party has 
used, in particular, and landlords have used is that under 
the temporary legislation there was no provision for capi- 
tal, but we are making it very clear, which has not been the 
case in the past, that the guideline includes provisions for 
capital. 

That has been the case in the past, but there was some- 
how the perception by the landlords’ community and by 
the Conservative Party that the 5.4% in the guideline under 
the Liberal legislation did not include anything for capital, 
and that if any amount of money was spent on capital in 
apartment buildings it had to result in above-the-guideline 
increases. That is simply not the case, and for the first 
time, this legislation makes it very clear. The guideline has 
two components, inflation and capital. We expect the rents 
being paid now, the $8 billion in rents being collected 
across the province, should include the responsibility of 
landlords across the province to properly maintain their 
buildings. I think the distinction in the guideline of infla- 
tion for operating costs and the 2% for capital is important. 

One of the arguments the Conservative caucus has 
used is that 2% is not enough for capital, but I should 
remind members that this is 2% per year, so it develops 
over a very short period of time a significant amount of 
money from the rents being collected to provide for capital 
investments in our apartment buildings and will definitely 
provide adequate capital for the vast majority of landlords 
in this province. But we have indicated that for those land- 
lords for whom the 2% is not adequate, because there is a 
range of financial conditions for apartment buildings 
across the province, there will be the provision of above- 
the-guideline increases, but we have put several conditions 
on the above-the-line increases. 

I think one thing should be made very clear. There are 
only three ways that a tenant can get an increase above the 
guideline: municipal taxes, utilities, or necessary capital 
expenditures. Those are the only three ways there will be 
an increase above the guidelines for tenants in this province. 

There is a complex formula that members will be 
aware of that describes what extraordinary increases in 
utilities or property taxes are. 


Mr Elston: It is complex. 


Hon Mr Cooke: It is complex, but the one thing I 
have clearly learned in dealing with this legislation is that 
on each of the issues I had to make a judgement of 
whether there had to be some complexity in order to be 
fair, and whether the additional fairness that is achieved is 
worth that additional complexity. 

On that issue of extraordinary increases in operating 
expenditures for utilities and property taxes I believe fair- 
ness dictates that there be a little bit of complexity in it, so 
that landlords can be treated fairly and so that there can be 
a regional recognition in the inflation aspects to rent in- 
creases in case there is an abnormal increase in property 
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taxes in a particular region or an abnormal increase in 
some of the utilities that could not possibly be recognized 
by one guideline that would apply right across the province. 


1600 

In addition to those two exceptions for operating ex- 
penditures, there is the provision to get capital expendi- 
tures passed through. Again I want to emphasize there can 
never be an increase above the guideline of more than 3%. 


We have for the first time defined what necessary capital | 


is. We have talked about necessary capital being capital 
that is related to the integrity of the apartment building, 
that is for environmental reasons, for energy efficiency, for 
electrical, for plumbing, those types of capital expendi- 
tures that are absolutely essential to the integrity of the 
building and therefore the health and safety of the resi- 
dents of the apartment building. 

I think that is absolutely essential, because certainly 
one of the major complaints we have heard over the years 
about the previous rent regulation legislation in the prov- 


ince is that unnecessary capital was being spent. The ex- | 


ample of marble lobbies was used. I think it is only fair 


that if capital is going to be allowed, if a landlord wants to | 


put in a marble lobby in order to increase the value of his 
apartment building, increase the value of his investment, 


that is fine, he can still do it, but under our rent control | 
system he is not going to be able to pass that cost through © 


to the tenants. 


It will be an investment that is the responsibility of the | 


landlord, and his return on that investment will be in the 


increased value of the apartment building. I think there is | 


pretty much a consensus with both landlords and tenants 
that this type of unnecessary capital should not be paid for 
by the tenants of the province. That is the type of capital 
that will be allowed. 


There are other aspects to the capital expenditure issue — 
that I think we can discuss and debate in the committee | 


when there are public hearings across the province. I have 
certainly indicated to the landlords’ groups and the tenants’ 
groups that if there are improvements that can be made in 


this area in terms of definitions, we are more than willing | 
to listen to people to try to improve the legislation through © 


the public hearing consultation that will take place. 
Another important aspect of this legislation is the pro- 

vision for maintenance, because there is nothing I heard 

more about than the fact that some apartment buildings in 


the province are not adequately maintained. Certainly the © 
landlords’ groups as well indicate that they are not happy — 


with the landlord who does not properly maintain his or 
her buildings. It is an embarrassment to all landlords when 
a building is not maintained and has work orders and so 
forth written against it by municipalities. 


What we have done in this legislation for the first time — 
is say that if a municipality has a work order against a 


particular apartment building, there are I believe 30 days 


provided under the other legislation for a building to come | 


in compliance, to solve the issue, to fix the infraction that 
has resulted in the work order. If after the 30 days the 
problem with the building has not been repaired, then the 
ministry, through the rent control division, will automatically 
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put in place a rent penalty and the rent penalty will be the 
guideline increase. 

I believe the automatic nature of this provision of the 
legislation, this rather substantial improvement in the sys- 
tem that will result in a rent penalty taking place, will 
result in infractions of legislation that result in work orders 
being repaired much more quickly. 


This will result in Ontario’s apartment stock being 
maintained more quickly and landlords being more re- 


-sponsive. The landlords who are the consistent offenders 
will pay a heavy price. As a result, I think there is a real 
incentive to repair buildings quickly, which has been met 
with a general positive response from the landlord and 


tenant community. 


I should just go back for a second to the provisions for 
capital expenditures, the above-the-guideline increases, 


and point out that we have provided in this legislation for a 
carryover of capital expenditures. In other words, if there 


is an application for an above-the-guideline increase and 
the capital expenditure that is resulting in that application 
is, say, 5% of the rent, then what will happen is there will 


be a provision for a carryover. They will get 3% the first 


year and 2% the second year. 
For small landlords, there is the provision for two years 


of carryover and for large landlords, one year. That is an- 
other example in the legislation where we have tried to be 


' 
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sensitive to the different demands on small landlords as 
opposed to larger landlords. 


Another important feature of the legislation is the five- 


year exemption for new apartment buildings. The attempt 
in this section of the legislation is to eliminate some of the 


complexity that was in the previous legislation. Currently, 


i 


if a new building opens up in this province, there is a 
rather elaborate exchange of paperwork to try to determine 


what the legal rent is. It is very complex and it is very 


: 
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discouraging to some people in the private sector. We be- 


lieve that a five-year exemption will allow a new landlord — 


who is building a new building to get to the break-even 


point and then to carry on from there, register the rents and 


be covered by the rent control legislation. 
I want to make it very clear that at the end of five years 


| there is absolute protection for tenants, their buildings are 
| registered and they come under rent control. Before that, 


obviously the market will have some bearing on the rents 
that will be charged because the rest of the units in the 
province will be covered by the rent control system. But I 
do believe this will provide for some additional flexibility 


for the private sector and will result in new rental units that 
are desperately needed being built across the province. I 


think there is an honest attempt by this government to 


‘reach out and respond to some of the concerns that were 


expressed by the financial community when we were con- 
sulting on the permanent rent control legislation. 


The administrative decision-making features of the leg- 


islation, I believe, are streamlined and will provide for 


quicker decisions to be made, which is in the interests of 
landlords and tenants across the province. There was 
clearly a concern, and rightfully so, about the time it took 
for the decisions to be made under the previous legislation. 


We have tried to the best of our ability to come up with a 
system that is simpler and will result in quicker decisions. 

It is clear that the number of cases should be decreased 
because the number of ways that you get to the rent control 
system are limited under the permanent legislation. I be- 
lieve very strongly that it will result in a fairer system and 
a system that delivers a decision for landlords and tenants 
more quickly. 

I look forward to the debate that will take place over 
the next number of hours and I look forward to the public 
hearings that we will have on this legislation. We have 
indicated right from the beginning that we will have public 
hearings in a standing committee of the Legislature and 
listen to landlords and tenants and municipal officials and 
people from the financial community to see what sugges- 
tions might be made to improve the legislation further. 

I believe we have come up with a series of recommen- 
dations in the permanent legislation that will result in a 
fairer system and will deliver very clearly on the promise 
that this party made that tenants were going to receive 
protection against the kind of rent increases that were pro- 
vided for under the previous system. 

It is clear that under this system there will not be any 
15%, 20% and 25% rent increases. There is not a provision 
for economic loss. Landlords will not be funded by tenants 
when they flip buildings because we believe very strongly 
that if a landlord is going to buy a building and if the 
current rents do not support the price he or she has paid for 
that, it should not be funded through increased rents, 
through a rent control system. 

The economic loss provisions or financial loss provis- 
ions under the previous legislation were one of the most 
unfair aspects of the previous rent review legislation 
brought in by the previous government. I believe that we 
have come up with a system that will predict rents for 
tenants across the province—there is real predictability in 
the legislation—and will provide reai protection for ten- 
ants. At the same time, it responds to the legitimate needs 
for capital reinvestment in the apartments across the province. 

I do look forward to the debate, but I feel that the 
government has come up with a solution that is fair to all 
parties concerned. Any suggestions that are made by the 
Liberal caucus and the Conservative caucus to improve the 
legislation will be listened to by the government. 
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Mr Elston: It is a relief to actually hear that the minis- 
ter himself is going to join the debate that will be had at 
the public hearings to be held this summer. It has been the 
practice of that minister and several other of his colleagues 
not to be available at the public presentations, and it will 
be a relief on this occasion to the people who will be 
making their presentations in open forum to have the min- 
ister confirm that he actually will be there for all of the 
presentations. 

I invite him to make that commitment to the people 
who are very much concerned about that particular possi- 
bility here this afternoon so everybody will know that he 
himself will be present and in the committee for the four 
weeks of public hearings that are to take place. He has 
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made very much of the fact that he is looking forward to 
these debates, looking forward very much to the consulta- 
tion, looking forward very much in fact to people coming 
forward and providing some insight into his legislation. 

The concern always comes across my mind when the 
minister stands and says, “We are looking for improve- 
ments to the minister’s legislation,” that what he really 
means is, “Don’t tell me anything more that there is to be 
said about this particular issue, because this is the best we 
have done.” He confirmed in his opening remarks on sec- 
ond reading this afternoon that he believes this is the best 
they could have done, but he is still looking forward to the 
improvements, he says, which might come from the hearings. 

He can only decide if the improvements are real if he 
himself is available for all of the hearings, and I want him 
to take about two seconds this afternoon to confirm that he 
will be attending all of the hearings which will be held this 
summer on this bill. 


Mr Tilson: During the Bill 4 hearings, there was an 
issue raised with respect to mobile homes. There was great 
concern around this province that mobile homes were in- 
cluded as part of the rent review system. They felt that 
under the special circumstances of the mobile home trailer 
parks they should be exempted. The minister during that 
time—and I can specifically recall one comment he made 
in Windsor—said there would be legislation forthcoming 
to deal with that subject of mobile homes. Now clearly it 
appears from a cursory view at least of Bill 121 that the 
whole subject of mobile homes is indeed still in this act 
and would appear to be subject to it. 

As well there is a subject that was raised in Bill 51. As 
I understand it, hotel suites were exempted under subsec- 
tion 4(2). This appears to be left out of Bill 121. I would 
like the minister to confirm at this time whether they are 
exempt. 

Finally, in regard to the whole subject of when the rent 
control guidelines will take effect, it appears they must be 
published before 31 August of each preceding year. If this 
legislation is not passed until some time after that time, 
will the setting of the 1992 guidelines have an effect in that 
they will not have been published by 31 August? 


Hon Mr Cooke: Very briefly, I would indicate to the 
Conservative critic that I think if he takes a careful look at 
the record, in Windsor I did not say there was going to be 
legislation on mobile home parks. I said an interministerial 
committee had been set up, actually, I believe, by the pre- 
vious government, and we were expecting its report and 
would respond to the report. I would not want to prejudge 
any recommendations that were going to be made by an 
interministerial committee, so I think we should await that 
report, which I believe is coming later this summer or 
early fall. Let’s wait for that report and take a look at what 
recommendations are made to see how we can best protect 
tenants in mobile home parks. 

I would indicate to the House leader for the Liberal 
Party that I will be doing the best job I can to get to as 
many of the hearings as possible. I am not going to stand 
here and say I am going to be in committee four or five 
days a week for four weeks, because I know exactly what 
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would happen. I would be missing the opportunity to meet | 
with municipal groups—because I am also Minister of } 
Municipal Affairs—and I would start hearing criticisms | 
from the Municipal Affairs critic for the Liberal Party, | 
saying: “You are not available to meet with municipal poli- 
ticians. You did not go to AMO.” Well, that is simply not | 
the case. } 

I have to meet with a whole range of people, but I am | 
proud to say we have some incredibly capable people who | 
served on the standing committee on general government | 
for the government caucus, led by my parliamentary assis- | 
tant, the member for Niagara Falls, who will be at every | 
one of those hearings, listening and responding and work- | 
ing very closely with the ministry and the government to | 
respond to legitimate recommendations made during the 
public hearing process. 


Ms Poole: I am pleased to enter the debate as Housing — 
critic for the Liberal caucus. ! 

First of all, I am really pleased that the minister has 
said he will welcome suggestions, improvements and | 
amendments to the bill. I think it very important that we 
try to work co-operatively on this most important of is- 
sues, and I do not think there are too many issues more 
contentious in the province of Ontario than rent review or | 
rent control. It certainly has proved to be the case in the past, - 
and I suspect it will be no different than with Bill 121. 

When I first sat down to make a few notes for today, I 
thought I would run through some of the press clippings to — 
see what the press had to say about this bill. The headline 
from the Toronto Star is “Jeers From Tenants, Landlords | 
Greet NDP’s New Rent Review Law.” That appeared on 
day two. On day two also, from the Windsor Star, we have, | 
“*Betrayed,’ Landlords and Tenants Cry.” 

The next day, 8 June, a Peterborough Examiner head- 
line reads, “Landlords, Tenants Angry with Rent Plan.” 
From the Financial Post of 7 June, “Ontario Rent Rules — 
Blasted.” Now we go all the way to 9 June, “New Rent | 
Rules Anger Landlords.” | 

The Hamilton Spectator, even prior to the introduction 
of the legislation, headline says, “Landlords May Start — 
Fight Against Rent Law—Can’t Make a Living, They 
Say.” So they were somewhat anticipating what might 
happen. 

Toronto Sun, one of my, of course, all-time favourite 
papers, 9 June, “This Policy is Condemned”; Ottawa Citi- 
zen, 7 June, “Cooke Hands Landlords a Nettle”; Ottawa © 
Citizen, 7 June, “You Betrayed Us, Tenants Tell NDP”; © 
Hamilton Spectator, “How NDP Rent Controls Will Hurt — 
All of Us” and finally the Hamilton Spectator of 7 June, — 
“Tenants, Landlords Blast New Rent Bill.” | 


With all those wonderful precedents before me, mem- 
bers could understand if I succumbed to the temptation as 
opposition Housing critic and entered the fray and the 
lineup to automatically oppose and villify this legislation. 
Quite frankly, I think this issue is too important to let 
passion and emotion and rhetoric hold sway. I think we 
have to take a very impassioned look at this legislation, a 
very rational, reasoned look at it, and decide whether it is - 
good for the people of Ontario. | 


} 
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When I looked at the goals that I think any rent review 


_ legislation should have, I came up with four off the top of 


my head. The first was that there should be rent stability 


' for tenants. The second was that the legislation should 
| preserve our aging housing stock; that is of utmost impor- 
' tance. Third was that landlords should be allowed a rea- 
_ sonable return on their investment. I hesitate to use that 
_ dreaded P word, “profit.” I do not know; is that allowed in 
_ the Premier’s Ontario any more? I better stay away from 


that one. The fourth goal is that the rent policy should not 


_ be complex. It should be simple. It should not be confus- 
_ ing. It should not be riddled with bureaucracy. 


As the minister found out when trying to walk this 


| tightrope of rent review, it is not easy to balance these 


competing demands. I would like to take a look at what the 
tenant groups represented in these press clippings objected 
to. 

The first thing they said was that they felt betrayed that 


- the NDP had not kept its campaign promise. Of course, my 


by now very well worn An Agenda for People, the NDP 
campaign document, said that New Democrats would 
bring in rent control. “That means one increase a year 


_ based on inflation. There would be no extra bonuses to 


landlords for capital or financing costs. It’s simple, it’s fair, 
and it avoids the bureaucracy which has frustrated both 
tenants and small landlords.” 

I think when members take a look at this legislation, it 


_ is quite clear that this legislation is not the campaign prom- 


ise. But I am not going to criticize the minister for not 


_ keeping the campaign promise. I would criticize him for 


making that promise in the first place, because I very 


_ strongly believe as a member it is important for us to keep 


| 
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our promises. We should not make promises just to get 
votes. We should not make promises if we do not have all 
the facts. We should not make promises if we do not intend 
to honour them. 

So I do not criticize him for not keeping the promise. I 
perhaps would levy the criticism that the promise should 
never have been made in the first place, because it is not 
feasible to keep to a guideline of inflation only and nothing 
else. We could try that, but I would predict we would have 


_ bankruptcies, we would have deteriorating housing stock, 
and it would ultimately not be to the benefit of either the 


tenants or the landlords in this province. 

The second thing the tenant advocates and the tenant 
leadership complained about, the second point they 
raised—and I make a very important distinction there; I 


_ am not saying all tenants feel this way—was this is not 


rent control; this is rent review. 

It is actually quite an astute comment that they have 
made, because this is rent review. I personally am not 
opposed to that. I think many good things came from our 
previous rent review system, and many of the tenant pro- 


_ tections that were contained in the Residential Rent Regu- 


lation Act that the Liberals brought in a number of years 
ago are still contained in this legislation. Rent increases are 


_ still allowed only once a year. Above-guideline amounts 


still require government approvals. The rent registry is 
continued; in fact, it is expanded and the landlord must file 
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the maximum rent. Notice must be given to tenants or 
there will be no rent increase. If there is no notice given as 
required by the law, new tenants will not have to face a 
rent increase for two years. Finally, key money is contin- 
ued and enhanced. Those are all things in the old rent 
review system that are continued in this rent review sys- 
tem. I think those are all very good things for tenants. 

The third complaint that tenants had about this legisla- 
tion is that it does not contain a reserve fund. This was by 
far, I think, the preference of many tenants across the prov- 
ince, but quite frankly, I sympathize with the minister. 
Once upon a time, back in the 1985 election, the first time 
that I ran, when I was somewhat younger and more naive 
than I am today, I said in an interview that I thought it 
would be a really neat idea if we had a reserve fund for 
rental buildings set up, the way they did for condomini- 
ums. I was not too sure of how it would work, but I 
thought we should explore it. 

Having a lot more experience in the field today, I see a 
number of major problems with the reserve fund concept. 
For one thing, the majority of our buildings in this prov- 
ince are very old. A reserve fund that you start up when a 
building is 20, 30 or 40 years old has no opportunity to 
provide for the catch-up. It is different for condominiums, 
where on day one they have their reserve fund for new 
buildings and they can build up over the years. We do not 
have that luxury for older buildings. 

Another point is that the system right now simply does 
not even allow for reserve funds. We would need a change 
to federal legislation in order to allow that. 

The fourth complaint I have heard tenants voice is that 
this legislation will guarantee an automatic 8% increase 
every year. Again, on the surface of it, this is perhaps a 
valid point. One could see this happening. I do not think it 
will happen because unless the provisions for the capital 
repairs are reasonable and suitable, we will find landlords 
will not be going to rent review at all. They will simply 
boycott the system. That is something we will have to 
work on. 

Those were the major tenant objections. Then I looked 
at objections from the other side to see what landlords 
were Saying. 

Hon Mr Pouliot: Your friends. 


Ms Poole: First of all, they said it was even more 
restrictive than the RRRA—and I would suggest to the 
Minister of Mines that he might want the co-operation of 
the Housing critic for the opposition, so perhaps he should 
be very kind to me. It may not do any good, but I would 
just suggest that as a starting point. 

Second, the landlords have a— 


Hon Mr Pouliot: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: 
Just briefly, I think it is important, because the ministry 
that I represent—I have a great deal of difficulty resisting 
when a certain member takes leniency with the truth— 

The Deputy Speaker: Order, please. I do not accept 
that type of wording in this House. Would you please with- 
draw it. 
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Hon Mr Pouliot: “Leniency” is a degree, sir. If I may 


draw your attention to Webster or Oxford, which will give 
you an opportunity to Oxfordize or Websterize, sir. 


The Deputy Speaker: Please take your seat. 


Hon Mr Pouliot: There is nothing wrong with 
"LEDICoCy.. 


The Deputy Speaker: I have asked you to withdraw. I 
am just asking it of you. 


Hon Mr Cooke: Let’s not get carried away. 


The Deputy Speaker: You said that the member was 
not speaking the truth. That is what you said. 


Hon Mr Cooke: No, he didn’t. 
The Deputy Speaker: This is what I heard. 


Hon Mr Pouliot: With respect, sir, i did not say that, 
sir. With respect—no, no, let’s be civil, sir. I did not say 
that, sir. 


The Deputy Speaker: Order, please. You are an hon- 
ourable member. I want you to tell me what you have said, 
then, if I did not hear properly. 


Hon Mr Pouliot: Hansard will attest to the follow- 
ing—and thank you for your tolerance, your patience, 
which will begin to border on the proverbial—I men- 
tioned, sir, verbatim, that the member was taking “leniency 
with the truth”; ie, synonym, “shying away from the 
truth.” 


The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. I accept your 
word. 


Ms Poole: I am not quite sure what that was all about, 
but if I could continue, I was going over the objections that 
landlords would have to this legislation. 

The second objection is that the cap is inadequate, that 
all buildings are treated identically, regardless of age, re- 
gardless of the financial circumstances. Landlords said, 
quite frankly, that there is not much of an incentive to put 
major money into buildings when they are only getting 60 
cents back on the dollar for anything they put in. 

The third objection landlords have put forward is that 
the provisions in this legislation for non-compliance of 
work orders are far too dramatic and far too drastic. They 
say it is an avenue for every tenant who has a petty griev- 
ance to eliminate rent increases. To this end, they say that 
“neglect” and “adequate maintenance” are not defined in 
the act. I think that is something we will have to take a 
look at, because I think that complaint is quite valid. If we 
are going to have rent penalties for things such as “ne- 
glect” and “inadequate maintenance,” surely we are not 
going to leave it to the bureaucrats to define those two 
very important terms. I would suggest that definitions for 
them should be included in the glossary at the front. 

Both landlords and tenants have said that the new leg- 
islation is too complex, that the double guideline is confus- 
ing, that it will mean increased bureaucracy, and they have 
raised objections to the fact that there is no appeal. They 
have also both stated, for different reasons I believe, that 
they believe non-profit homes— 


Mr Mammoliti: Who has stated? 


Ms Poole: They: I said landlords and tenants, the ten- 
ant leadership and the landlord leadership have both 
said—the member can find quotes in these newspaper arti- 
cles if he would care to take the time to look—on numer- 


ous occasions that they feel non-profit housing should be | 


included in the rent review process. Those are the major 
objections that have been filed with this legislation, but I 


believe this bill can be salvaged because there are a num- | 


ber of very positive things about the bill. 


From the tenants’ perspective, I think many tenants feel _ 
that some of the most contentious issues such as financial | 
loss have been removed. Second, I think tenants are most | 


relieved that there will be cost pass-through only for nec- 
essary repairs. I think there has been very little disagree- 
ment with the list that is in the legislation for necessary 
repairs. In fact, much of it is similar to an amendment the 


Liberal caucus filed on Bill 4 with regard to necessary | 


repairs. “A capital expenditure is eligible”—that is, is con- 


sidered to be a necessary repair—“if it is necessary to | 
protect or restore the physical integrity of the residential | 


complex or a rental unit in it,” or, “it is necessary to com- 
ply with municipal or provincial standards to protect the 
health or safety of persons or to protect the environment.” 

Mr Mammoliti: That was Bill 4. You are talking 
about amendments to Bill 4. Relate it to this. 


Ms Poole: This is Bill 121. For the information of the — 
member for Yorkview, I am quoting from Bill 121, which — 
is the bill before us. These are amendments that are in this 


bill, amendments which I heartily approve of, and I would 
think as a member of the NDP caucus he should approve 
of them as well, so I find it strange that he seems to be 
finding objections with it. 


The third one is that “it is necessary to maintain the — 


provision of a plumbing, heating, mechanical, electrical, 
ventilation or air-conditioning system.” Fourth is that “it 
provides access for persons with disabilities.” Fifth is that 


“jt increases energy conservation,” and then it goes on to — 


talk about some of the other requirements for eligibility. 
I do not think there should be anybody in the House 


who has objections to those qualifications for necessary 


repairs. I think that is a very positive part of the act. The 
second thing I consider to be a very positive part of this 
bill is that there has been provision made for capital work 
for our aging housing stock. That is very important. I 
know it may not be the NDP campaign promise, but I 


think it is very important they realize that these types of © 


repairs are crucial to our aging housing stock. We cannot 
preserve it unless capital repairs are made. Money has to 
be put into the buildings. | 

There were some quotes I had given the House some 
time earlier about the state of our aging housing stock, but 
I think it bears repeating because it is very important: 80% 
of our housing stock was built prior to 1976, so 80% is 16 
years old or older; 62% was built prior to 1970; 36% was 
built prior to 1960 so we are now getting to over 30 years 
old; and then almost 10% was built pre-1920. 

When you look at those statistics, it is obviously im- 
portant that this work be done. I am not talking about 


| 
repairs caused by neglect; I am talking about major capital 
repairs that need doing because the housing stock is aging, 
- because the cement has corroded, the electrical system has 
failed, water has penetrated the caulking and the roofing, 
‘balconies have disintegrated, because our underground 
_ parking garages have fallen victim to corrosion, elevators 
-have worn out and plumbing needs to be replaced. It is 
_very important we now have the protection that this work 
will be done under Bill 121. 
Much of the debate, I would suspect, under Bill 121 
will focus on, what should the cap be? The minister has 
said he wants to accept amendments and improvements 
and suggestions, so I am very glad to hear that because I 
think this debate is crucial. If the cap is too high, tenants 
will not be protected, but on the other hand if the cap is too 

low, I would say to the minister, tenants will not receive 

that protection. The reason is that tenants want a decent 
place to live. They want to have a well-maintained home, 
and if the landlords do not put money into capital repairs, 
they are not going to achieve that goal. So I think from 
both perspectives, it is very important that we make sure 
the cap that is selected is the right one. . 

The third thing I am pleased to see in this bill is the 
provisions for maintenance. The minister knows I have 
been very concerned about maintenance for many years 

_and that it was one of the shortcomings I found with Bill 4, 
_ that there was no provision to assist with maintenance. 


I have a quote here from the president of the Federa- 
tion of London Tenants Association, Leo Bouillon. Mr 
_ Bouillon said: “If there is one thing tenants complain more 
about than rent, it is building maintenance. Everybody 
_ wants a decent place to live.” That is very true. 
When I looked at the provisions here, they did cause 
me some concern. While I agree with the intent with non- 
compliance of work orders, I am quite concerned with the 
_ way it has been put forward in this act. The Liberal caucus 
put forward amendments under Bill 4 which mirrored 

quite closely what is in this act. We had two changes that 
_ were not mirrored here. 


_ The first was that we felt only substantive non-compii- 
ance should be considered. If a landlord did not change a 
lightbulb, we did not think that was cause for a rent pen- 
alty, saying that every unit in the building was subjected to 
not having a guideline increase. We wanted it to take care 
_ of the really substantive problems. 

The second thing was that when we put forward our 

amendment, and we did it after a number of talks with the 
Residential Rental Standards Board and with building in- 
_ spectors, it was that the landlord be given 30 days to make 
reasonable attempts to comply, because quite frankly the 
government cannot treat lightbulbs in the same way as an 
underground parking garage. 
_ There are many things that can happen that are what I 
_ would call extenuating circumstances that would result in 
_a work order being put on a building. For instance, a work 
_ order could be put on in December for exterior wall work, 
_ yet the landlord cannot do it until the weather changes in 
May. That type of thing would result, I think, in inequity, and 
that is what the government wants to avoid, the inequities. 
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That is why I think what it should say is the landlord 
should make reasonable attempts to comply within the 30 
days. That means in the case of the exterior wall work that 
the landlord would obviously have to get quotes, perhaps 
sign the contract, be ready to go as soon as the weather 
changed. 

Another example is an underground parking garage, 
which can take extensive periods of time, particularly with 
the cap suggested under Bill 121. Under Bill 121, with a 
3% cap and even considering the 2% that is included from 
the guideline for capital, there simply would not be enough 
money to do that underground parking garage in that first 
year, possibly not even in that second year, depending on 
how widespread the work needed to be done. 

There are underground parking garages that cost $1 
million or $1.5 million to repair. That kind of thing cannot 
be done overnight. What is a landlord to do if he or she 
gets a notice from the rent control directors saying, “You 
have 30 days to comply”? I think events like that show this 
needs some reworking. The intent is good, but in its pres- 
ent form I think it would have a very negative effect. 

My fear is that if it is too inflexible, the inspectors will 
not issue work orders. It will be that simple. If a building 
inspector knows that the landlord, if he issues a work 
order, will only be given 30 days to comply and if he does 
not think that is fair or right, then he may not issue the 
work order, and that is the last thing the government wants 
to happen. 


1640 

The fourth thing I like about this bill is that it does— 
when I use the word “like” I use it advisedly. As members 
can tell, although there are things that on the surface are 
very good, there are flaws in the bill that have to be cor- 
rected. The fourth thing is rent stability, very important to 
tenants. That is something that a cap, whatever number it 
is, will provide, certainty that their rent is not going to go 
up by an overwhelming amount in a single year. 

The fifth thing is that there has been some streamlining 
of the legislation and of the process. The forms in particu- 
lar that have been developed by the Ministry of Housing 
are quite good, much easier to read, much more simple and 
straightforward. 

The process itself, I guess you could say, would be 
simpler in the fact that many of the contentious sections 
have been taken out. I was saying to my staff the other day 
that anything the NDP did not understand or could not 
comprehend it just took out of the act, and that took care of 
that. 

By the same token, while there has been some stream- 
lining, on the other hand I think there has been a lot of 
additional confusion built into the act by the fact that we 
now have two different processes, a double guideline and I 
think an increase in the bureaucracy. I myself had a lot of 
difficulty, for instance, with removing and eliminating the 
standards board, which I think was one of the excellent 
things about the previous legislation. Any time you put 
more power in the hands of the bureaucrats, it makes me 
very nervous. To abolish the standards board and now put 
the whole issue of maintenance and non-compliance directly 
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into the rent review system I think is going to end up with 
more bureaucracy. 

One issue that has to be dealt with when we go into 
committee—I think I as a member certainly and perhaps 
even the minister would like some guidance in this re- 
gard—is the fact that there is no longer an appeal unless it 
is to the Divisional Court on a matter of law only. There is 
only going to be one level. Either the person can choose an 
administrative tribunal or a hearing, but there is only one 
level, without that avenue of appeal. I think this is a vic- 
tory for the bureaucrats. 

I do not know if members would realize this, but back 
when they were formulating the Residential Rent Regula- 
tion Act, the bureaucrats came to the Liberal government 
and said: “We have a really neat idea for you to streamline 
the process. We’d like you to have just an administrative 
review and to have no appeal, to only have the one level 
but no appeal.” Our government rejected that, because we 
did not think that was one of the tenets of democracy, to 
deny that type of appeal. 

I have a number of other concerns about it that are 
perhaps a little more on pragmatic lines. For instance, if 
you have a choice between administrative process or a 
hearing, I can assure members that by and large most peo- 
ple are going to choose the hearing. It is going to be much 
more lengthy, much more time-consuming, much more 
confrontational. Just think of it. This is going to be your 
one shot at it. If you blow this, you are out of the ballpark, 
because the only appeal you have is to the Divisional 
Court, and that is only on a matter of law. If it is a matter 
of fact, that does not count; only a matter of law. That is a 
fairly strong onus on having the hearing determine what is 
going to happen. 

The other concern I have with the fact that the Ministry 
of Housing is now going to be the sole determinant of 
what happens, without an appeal process, without a quasi- 
judicial, arm’s-length body to have any opportunity to re- 
hear the case, is that the Ministry of Housing sets policy, 
and now we are going to have it administer the same laws 
it effects. What is going to be the effect on the Ministry of 
Housing bureaucrats if they think politically that the 
minister’s office wants a certain thing? Their interpretation 
will no longer be at arm’s length and take into it any kind 
of independence, but would lean towards whatever the 
politics of the moment dictate. 

I do not think that is going to be good for tenants and I 
do not think it is going to be good for landlords. I do not 
think it is going to be good for the process. I think there is 
somewhat of a conflict of interest in having Ministry of 
Housing bureaucrats decide everything. 

The other question I have about the whole process con- 
cerns the pre-hearings, how they would work, whether 
they would be binding. Why bother going through the pro- 
cess if, after the work is done and the landlord comes back, 
it can all be second-guessed? I would like some sense of 
certainty as to how that will happen, because I think cer- 
tainty is very important to the process. 

The other thing I noted is that it said the rent officer 
will make findings, but it did not mention that he or she 
would give written reasons. That again is an important part 
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of the process. Would anyone like to go through a hearing 
and then just be told at the end that he had lost or won but 


not given written reasons as to why this determination was | 


made? I think the least the people of this province should 


} 
| 
| 


| 


be entitled to is something that gives them some assurance _ 


as to why the decision was made. I think that is a protection. 


One thing we may want to take a look at is whether the — 


scope for appeals to Divisional Court should be larger, for | 


instance, whether in addition to appeals of law, you can 
also have appeals based on fact. That is one thing. I do not 


| 


know the answer, but it certainly is something people are | 


talking about, and they are wondering how this is going to 
affect them, having just one level, no right to go beyond 


| 


that, unless it is a very small avenue of appeal based only | 


on law and precedent. 
I just have a couple of other comments before I wind 


up. One is on the scope of rent review. I will call it rent | 
review because indeed that is what it is in this bill. The — 


minister has excluded new buildings for five years. While 
I think the intent was good and it was a positive step 
forward to try to get the building industry on its feet again 
and to get more accommodation built, I am not sure it is 
going to do the trick. The industry is still feeling very 


vulnerable after Bill 4, and I am not sure the trust and | 


goodwill towards government is there to make this a 
meaningful exemption. 
There are several other things the minister might have 


considered. For instance, there are some areas in the prov- — 


ince where the vacancy rate is quite high and there really is 
not a problem. They have hundreds and thousands of va- 
cant units. The market is determining what the rent should 
be. The rents are quite low and reasonable. If tenants want 


to move, they find they can move quite readily because of — 


the high vacancy rates. Maybe a consideration should be to 


exclude those types of areas from rent review. I think it | 
would cut down on the bureaucracy, and it would be a — 


blow to the myth that everybody in Ontario is the same. 
Rent problems are basically focused in the major urban 


areas—Metropolitan Toronto, Ottawa, Hamilton, London — 
and Windsor. You do not have the same type of problem in — 


Cornwall or in Sudbury or in some of the smaller towns in 
southwestern Ontario, so why is the minister trying to 


make everybody fit the one shoe? I hope the minister will — 


take a look at that. 
I saw a few problems when I was reading through the 
legislation. For instance, I noticed that if there is a de- 


crease in municipal taxes, there is a provision to pass this 
on to the tenants. I certainly welcome that, particularly in 


areas like Metro, where we are now unfortunately under- 
going market value reassessment. While there are tenants 
in the suburbs, particularly in Scarborough and outlying 
areas, who are going to very much benefit from market 
value reassessment and get reductions in their rent, at the 
same time, in Toronto, North York and other parts of 
Metro there is going to be a devastating increase. We are 
not talking about an increase that can be settled with a 3% 
cap; we are talking massive increases. 

Tenants already pay around 25% of their rent to munic- 
ipal taxes. I do not think most tenants know this. If the 
minister puts on top of that the fact that there may be very 
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dramatic increases in municipal taxes and yet makes no 
provision for it, in a time of crisis we may well find that 
we have to go back and amend the act. That is something I 


hope the minister and his staff can take a look at. 

The other matter relates to conservation. I was very 
pleased to see that when the minister was talking about 
necessary repairs, he put in a provision about conservation. 
That is very important—protecting the environment, con- 
serving energy and other matters—but there is a flaw in 


this legislation in that a landlord can go to rent review to 
_ get reimbursed for costs that he or she has put forward for 
environmental consideration, such as if the landlord put in 


_all new windows and major changes to the building; how- 


ever, if the landlord then has a decrease in the heating 


costs, the tenant can go ask for a decrease in rent because 
the heating costs are extraordinarily low. This sounds fine 
on the surface, except I think one will find in many cases 
that the landlord will not be able to recoup his or her costs 


through the cap if the cap is too low, which means the 


landlord will be penalized by the fact that he cannot get his 
costs recouped, and then the knockout blow will be that 
the rents are reduced further because of the fact that there 


is a provision in the act for these types of decreases. 
1650 


While I think it is a very positive thing that the minister 


has provided for the decreases as well as the increases, that 
_is an area where there could be some problem, and I think 
if we really want the conservation area to be explored and 
enhanced, we want to make sure landlords are doing those 


things, and in doing so, we have to make sure the cap is 
adequate. 
To sum up, I see a number of very positive things 


about the legislation; I also see a number of flaws. I am not 


convinced at this time that the cap is adequate, particularly 
when we are talking very major work that needs to be done 
such as underground parking garage rehabilitations. I am 
concerned that if the cap is inadequate, if the landlord is 
getting back only 60 cents on the dollar, he will not do the 
work, and that is the last thing we want. 
I am concerned, as I say, about the non-compliance 
with work orders but I think they can be remedied, and if 
the minister is truly interested in taking suggestions, I 
think we can certainly work together to make sure there is 
something that protects tenants and makes sure they get 
adequate maintenance and, at the same time, makes sure 
_the system works and is not too draconian. 
| During the hearings I hope to hear from tenants and 
from landlords and from other people in the housing in- 
dustry about what they think about the fact that there is no 
longer an appeal, whether this is important to them. The 
grass-roots information I have to date has told me that it is 
an item of concern, so I would like to explore that and find 
| out what people across the province think of that. 
_ I would also like to take a look at whether we are going 
to end up with an increase in the bureaucracy through this. 
‘I tend to believe we will. I have looked at a number of 
things in the act that are going to increase the bureaucracy, 
yet I have seen very little that is going to decrease it, and I 
do not think that is where we should be spending our 
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money, in increasing the bureaucracy. There may be ways 
we can streamline that. 

In closing, Catherine Thompson in the Kitchener-Wa- 
terloo Record on 8 June—the title of it is “Tenants Gain 
From Rent Control Bill Despite Its Flaws”—says: “Tenant 
groups cried betrayal while landlords snorted incredu- 
lously as they learned they would have to pay all capital 
costs, including replacing $500,000 crumbling under- 
ground garages, with the 3% increase. But despite the rhet- 
oric from tenant groups, there is no question renters will 
benefit from this bill. No longer will they have to fear 
increases of 30%, 40%, 50% or 100%. This bill also gives 
tenants greater assurances their homes will be reasonably 
maintained. 

“The bill hits negligent landlords in the pocketbook. 
Any landlord who has ignored city or provincial orders to 
do basic repairs on his property won’t be allowed to charge 
tenants even a basic increase. 

“But the bill is flawed in several key areas. By allow- 
ing a small increase for repairs, Cooke claims he has rec- 
ognized landlords’ legitimate capital costs, but for 
someone like Kitchener landlord Robert Eby, whose 18- 
unit building needs a new $20,000 roof, a one-time 3% 
increase just won’t do. Landlords everywhere may decide, 
like Eby, to do whatever work 3% will buy, and tenants 
will simply have to wait longer for repairs. 

“Secondly, the old rent review system was condemned 
for complexity that baffled and scared off tenants and 
small landlords, but the new bill adds complications to 
replace the old, creating three separate categories of build- 
ings, to which different types of increases apply. It cuts 
down the appeals process, but some tenant advocates say 
that just means tenants will have fewer chances to make a 
clear case at the Rent Control] Board.” 

| think Catherine Thompson has quite well summed up 
some of the very positive things about the bill but also 
some of the things we want to work to ensure are remedied 
when we finally get to the hearings. 

In conclusion, I would like to congratulate the minister, 
not for not keeping promises he should never have made, 
but for taking a second look at it and making, I think, some 
worthwhile changes. At the same time, I truly hope he 
means what he said about trying to work co-operatively 
together with the Conservative and the Liberal caucuses to 
try to make some meaningful changes to this bill. It is a 
good start, but I think there is a long way we yet have to 
go, so I look forward to a very productive summer. I hope 
that when we come back in the fall we can have a bill that 
all three parties in this House can support. Thank you. 


Mr Mammoliti: It is always a pleasure to hear the 
member for Eglinton talk, and I want to thank her for her 
comments. I am just a little curious about a couple of 
things, but before I get on to that, I want to say that during 
the election, we New Democrats prided ourselves on our 
ability to listen and communicate and consult. I think in 
this case the minister should be proud of himself and the 
committee should be proud of itself, because that is exactly 
what we did. This bill just proves it. We have changed a 
number of things, and that is because we consulted, we talked, 
we communicated, and that is what we are proud of. 
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The two things I am concerned about are questions 
actually. The first one is, the member for Eglinton talked 
about the five-year clause for new buildings. I am a little 
curious why a builder would not take advantage of the 
five-year clause. It is an incentive. We talked about it dur- 
ing committee, where people came in and said, “Give us 
the opportunity to build. Let us do that. Stimulate the econ- 
omy,” and we have done that. I cannot understand why 
builders would not take advantage of it. Perhaps she can 
clarify that for me. I am not sure whether she knows 
whether the builders would or not, I do not know. I think it 
is just something she said here today. 

Second, the cap: I am stiil not clear whether or not she 
is in favour of the cap in the legislation. I ask the member 
to forgive me if I am naive and to forgive me if I did not 
hear. I did walk out halfway through her speech, not be- 
cause it was not any good, but because I had something to 
do. I would like verification as to whether she agrees with 
the cap. 

Hon Mr Cooke: Very briefly, I want to thank the Lib- 
eral critic for her very positive comments, although I do 
remember, when we were debating Bill 4 on second read- 
ing, that there were some positive comments as well, and I 
think there was an actual registration of support of Bill 4 
on second reading too, so I would not want to go too far 
beyond today in predicting where the Liberal Party might 
stand in the end. 

I want the critic for the Liberal Party to understand that 
we will be looking in the committee to her more detailed 
comments, and on section-by-section, and we will try to 
respond where we can, but I want to make it very clear, in 
case I did not in my leadoff comments, that there are some 
principles in this legislation that we will want to stick to, 
that are not up for grabs, and those principles involve ten- 
ant protection, which is the whole reason for going 
through this exercise. I hope the whole thrust of the Lib- 
eral critic’s speech was one of co-operation, and I agree, 
co-operation is going to be essential, but the government is 
not going to compromise on the principles of this legisla- 
tion of real tenant protection which were so lacking in the 
previous rent regulation legislation in the province. It sim- 
ply did not provide that. I also heard the wish of the Lib- 
eral critic that in the end all three parties would be able to 
support the legislation. I have not heard the comments 
from the Conservative critic yet, but I suggest strongly that is 
really wishful thinking. We know the position of the Conser- 
vative Party traditionally has been not to support tenant pro- 
tection and to leave tenants to fend for themselves. 


1700 


Ms Poole: First I would like to answer a few of the 
questions of the member for Yorkview. I thank him for his 
very kind comments. I look forward to being on committee 
with him again. 

Interjection. 


Ms Poole: I am. That was the nicest I can get. First of 
all, he said the reason there were changes here and the 
government did not keep its campaign promise was that it 
communicated, listened and consulted. Generally speak- 
ing, formulating a policy for one’s party one is supposed to 
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listen, communicate and consult. I think it should have | 
been done prior to the making of the promise. I will just | 
leave that with the member. | 

The member asked why builders would not build with | 
the five-year exemption. As I said in my comments, it | 
comes down to a matter of trust. Are the builders going to | 
build when they know there is a possibility that after Bill | 
4, three or four years down the line, something can be | 
changed retroactively? I tell the member that is something | 
a number of builders have said to me, so it is not some- | 
thing I am manufacturing. 

The member has asked whether I am in favour of the 
cap. Yes, I am in favour of the cap. I am concerned that 3% | 
may not be enough to make sure that our aging housing | 
stock is taken care of. I think that is quite important. When | 
the minister talked about the principle of tenant protection, | 
which was not up for grabs, I agree with him. I guess we | 
might differ in the definition of tenant protection. I do not | 
think keeping the rents low but at the same time ensuring | 
that money will not be put into the buildings so that the | 
tenants end up living in slums is tenant protection. I think | 
several of the parties can try to work together to make sure | 
tenants are protected and that we have true stability in our. 
housing industry at the same time. I hope we can work | 
together. | 


Mr Tilson: There has been some suggestion made by 
the member for Eglinton that all three parties would be | 
supporting this bill. I think our party gave some sort of hint” 
when we voted against the introduction of this bill for first. 
reading, which is rather unheard of. I can tell members that | 
we will be fighting the whole philosophy this government — 
has been putting forward with respect to rent review. It has | 
not worked in any other country on this planet and it is" 
certainly not going to work in Ontario. Evidence has been 
given over and over of how it has failed, and I do not think | 
the government has properly studied the whole subject of | 
rent review from the various jurisdictions. Whether you. 
are talking about jurisdictions in the United States or Eu- 
rope, it simply has not worked. I will be speaking to that in 
a few moments. | 

Certainly one of the main planks of the New Demo-- 
cratic government from the outset has been housing. It has 
been quite clear that we have a housing crisis in Ontario, 
and of course the government did move fairly quickly with 
the introduction of Bill 4 and we have seen the devastating - 
effects it has had on the housing industry. We were prom- 
ised at that time that there would be a moratorium and that 
the permanent bill would clear up all of the uncertainties 
created by Bill 4. We have now seen the introduction of 
Bill 121, and quite frankly I have not seen much improve- 
ment from the issues that have been raised from the public 
hearings going around the province with respect to Bill 4. 

Many of the problems that were raised by the tenants 
and landlords during the Bill 4 hearings I am certain will 
be raised again both by tenants and landlords. Hearing 
from the various tenant and landlord groups, it has been 
quite clear no one likes this legislation. I am simply 
amazed that the member for Eglinton is even hinting she 
might support this legislation. The Liberals, of course, voted 
in favour of Bill 4 on second reading and subsequently voted 
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against it on third reading, and they voted in favour of it 
with the introduction of Bill 121 on first reading. I think 
ours has been the only party that has been consistent in 
opposing the principle of rent review and all the bureau- 
-cracy it contains. 
_ I take exception to the Minister of Housing saying we 
are not interested in the interests of tenants. We are inter- 
ested in the problems of the tenants. We are interested in 
how their quality of life is deteriorating. Statements have 
been given during the hearings of the great need to rejuve- 
nate many of the older buildings in this province, and I 
submit that Bill 121 does not address those problems. 

The whole issue that has been mentioned by the mem- 
‘ber for Yorkview and the minister has talked about how 
there has been much consultation that has gone on in this 

province with respect to leading up to Bill 121. I cannot 
agree with that. The consultation has been negligible. I 
think it has been a tremendous sales job. A great expense 
has gone into putting forward the green paper and into 
_ sending the various government members around the prov- 
‘ince. Members will recall that this House indicated as the 
terms of reference that the committee that was to review 
Bill 4 was also to review the green paper, the consultation 
paper the minister has spoken about so often. The commit- 
tee never dealt with that. We attempted to deal with that 
and it was just put away in its place. 
__ The member for Wentworth North, the member for 
Niagara Falls and the Minister of Housing went to various 
sites in this province and conducted so-called hearings. 
Our party was invited, the member for Eglinton and I were 
‘invited but we were not allowed to speak, a most remark- 
able situation. We were invited to go to these hearings, but 
_we were not allowed to speak. That was made quite clear 
to us. The member for Oriole attended one of the hearings 
_and I do not think she was even allowed to go in. Finally 
that was clarified and she was allowed to go in. The diffi- 
culty was that it was not exactly the consultations we all 
hear of in trying to develop legislation. 
_ Bill 121 does not deal with many of the problems that 
were raised in the Bill 4 hearings. As a result of Bill 4, 
which was indicated to be temporary legislation, the whole 
issue of rejuvenation of buildings, the capital improve- 
‘ments, was postponed. Landlord after landlord would 
come to us at the Bill 4 hearings and tell us their projects 
were going to be postponed. Hence, thousands of jobs 
were lost. Evidence was given to us at the hearings that 
contracts were being cancelled by landlords who had re- 
lied on the previous system or the previous government 
and who were now cancelling plans they had undertaken 
for the future. Suppliers lost a substantial amount of in- 
come as a result of these same contracts being cancelled. 
_ Bankruptcies had been promised at the Bill 4 hearings. 
Small landlords in particular, just average people with a 
very small number of units, indicated that as a result of the 
retroactivity, the lack of planning for capital expenditures 
and their not being able to proceed with capital expendi- 
tures, they would be going bankrupt. At least one has been 
referred to in this House and I think the minister spoke on 
Radio Noon with one of the individuals who has gone 
bankrupt. That individual, who was trained to be a carpenter, 
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as I understand—l believe it is in the Peterborough area— 
has now said he cannot be a carpenter any more because of 
the lack of work. He is going into yet another field to be 
trained. 
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It is the domino effect. One leads to another: lack of 
job; lack of contract. I suspect the government will blame 
a lot of this on the recession, but I think if it studied the 
issues before it and the overall effect of Bill 4, the whole 
lack of confidence of the financial institutions in investing 
new housing stock, the government will realize that Bill 
121 has not dealt with all of those issues adequately. I will 
be getting into that. 

The minister has indicated that Bill 121 does deal with 
capital expenditures and I will be providing my comments 
with that in a few moments. The whole housing testimony 
has been given; letters have been sent to many members in 
this House, to the Minister of Housing and certainly the 
two critics, on how the housing stock is falling apart and 
that a moratorium legislation and the Bill 121 legislation 
are not going to stop that. 

More important, there is the whole issue that antago- 
nism has been created by this government between land- 
lords and tenants. It is an adversarial system where before 
the escalation of rent review, the increasing of rent review, 
antagonism did not exist nearly to the extent it is occurring 
today. We saw it in the Bill 4 hearings. People were mad, 
landlords were mad, tenants were mad and everybody was 
mad. Rent review is not going to work and it is creating an 
adversarial system. I think this leads to a number of things. 
We have seen it occurring in New York and I will be 
referring to that shortly as well. 

I would like to refer very briefly to the promises this 
government has made and specifically the pre-election 
Agenda for People. It has been referred to but more impor- 
tant, I think we must emphasize what this government has 
promised and what in fact it is producing, just to show that 
I believe there is a whole lack of confidence by investors, 
landlords, workers who are counting on jobs out of this 
industry, by the suppliers, by the concrete people and by 
everyone who is remotely connected to maintaining the 
housing stock. They have lost confidence in this govern- 
ment because the Agenda for People stated that the New 
Democrats would bring in rent controls. That means one 
increase a year based on inflation. There would be no extra 
bonuses to landlords for capital financing costs. It is sim- 
ple, it is fair and it avoids bureaucracy, which has frus- 
trated both landlords and tenants. 

That was the simple statement. I think if you study that 
statement, there is no way in a million years this govern- 
ment is going to be able to honour that promise. I think 
they found that and the minister has even made acknowl- 
edgements before the press that the government is not re- 
ally going to be able to follow to a “T” the Agenda for 
People. Why make the promise in the first place? Why not 
think out what the government is going to do before it 
makes that promise? This statement has indeed proven to 
be simplistic and it has proven to be naive prattle. That is 
the simplest way of describing this statement from the 
Agenda for People. 
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The minister has not brought in rent controls as he has 
promised. He has expanded the existing system of Bill 
121. He has expanded rent review with all of its bureau- 
cracy, confusion, uncertainty and lack of confidence of 
everyone who is involved. 

Second, Bill 4 has now created two increases instead of 
the one increase the government has promised. One is for 
necessities and the other is for capital expenditures. Bill 
121 has a complicated set of increases that exceed infla- 
tion. If you look at the rate of inflation and at what can be 
allowed, clearly that promise has been shattered. Tenants’ 
associations that have indicated they relied on this govern- 
ment voted for this government, and it is not honouring its 
promises. There is no way you can get around that; the 
government has not kept its promise. The tenants’ associa- 
tions are just furious with the government and for voting it 
in and counting on it to honour its promise to them. 

There are some allowances for capital costs and, as I 
have indicated, even the minister has realized there is no 
provision for such things as financing costs, and I will be 
speaking about that shortly. In other words, we all know 
that mortgages fall due, whether in one year, two years or 
five years; that interest rates go up and down like a yo-yo 
in many cases and have for the past number of years. 
Landlords, of course, need to account for that. 

This government has not allowed for it. Mortgages are 
going to be continually falling due and yet it is out of the 
landlords’ hands. They simply must take those increases 
from financing out of their so-called profits the minister 
has spoken of. Again, I can assure members that if they 
look at this legislation very carefully there is no room for 
profit. 

There is no reason why anyone in this province should 
get into the landlord business. If any of us in this chamber 
or in Ontario decided to invest and obtain a small building 
or a large building, it is a terrible investment. There is no 
room for profit with Bill 121, and the whole suggestion 
that new buildings will not be subject to rent increases is a 
hollow promise for new structures. 

Landlords will not get into that. In many cases it takes 
them five years to put the whole package together, then 
after five years they are back into rent controls. So, again, 
why would anyone get into the housing business? That is 
the important question people should ask themselves if we 
are trying to increase the housing stock in this province. 

Certainly it is not simple. The Agenda for People has 
indicated that the proposal of rent control is simple. No 
one can figure it out. If members start listening to the 
calculations suggested by the minister—and we have not 
really sat down; I am really looking forward to the com- 
mittee hearings to have explained to us how we are going 
to calculate these things. It is far from simple. You will 
need to be an accountant, a lawyer, or a consultant; you 
will need to be a whole slew of things to understand what 
is going on. 

I asked the minister, I guess last week, to define the 
whole subject of neglect that has been mentioned. There is 
a whole slew of very vague words and terminology used 
throughout the legislation. The minister was silent on that, 
so I assume he has no definition of “neglect.” I expect he 
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will say: “That will come later in the regulations. We’ll | 
have to pass the act first and then we’ll tell you what 
‘neglect’ means.” My guess is that the ministry has not | 
even the slightest idea what the word “neglect” means and | 
that will make it very difficult to adequately debate that | | 
subject. | 
Interjections. | 


Mr Tilson: It is not fair. The Agenda for People says © 
the government is going to put forward fair legislation. No | 
one likes it. Have we heard any groups, other than the | 
members of the government, who like this legislation? | 
Tenants’ associations do not like it, landlords’ associations | 
do not like it. | 

They are only going to start to hear from the people | 
who are losing jobs. Wait until they start saying: “We had a 
moratorium period during the Bill 4 hearings. Jobs have 
been postponed.” They are going to say: “No more capital 
expenditures. We are not going to do any more.” 

People losing jobs, who are normally in the supplier 
business, contract business, concrete business, all of the — 
businesses related with maintaining housing stock are very — 
upset, and if it has not hit the government yet, it will. They 
will find some very irate members of this province who 
are going to come to the Bill 121 hearings to discuss this | 
with them. 

Bureaucracy is rampant. To suggest the bureaucracy is 
going to be down as a result of Bill 121 is simply prepos- — 
terous. I would like to make a bet with the minister—I do | 
not know how much, perhaps a loonie would be appropri- 
ate—as to the number of bureaucrats we— 

Hon Mr Cooke: You are the one who suggested it. 

Mr Tilson: I will suggest I make that honest bet with | 
him and after a year’s time we will count the bureaucrats | 
we have now in the whole rent review system as opposed — 
to what we are going to have a year from now, and we will 
see who has the higher number. My guess is we will be | 
simply shocked at the increase in bureaucrats in the next | 
year. 

Interjections. 


Mr Tilson: It is not simple. We now have two systems | 
of rent review. We have a rent review system for small 
landlords and a rent review system for large landlords. It 
seems to be a more complicated system than we have been 
accustomed to, which we have not liked. 
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The whole issue of rent review should be thought out. 1 | 
do not think the minister has thought it out; I do not think | 
he has looked at all the jurisdictions around this country, | 
around North America and Europe, that have tried rent | 
review and say it is simply not working. 

One of the issues raised during the Bill 4 hearings was | 
the whole philosophy of this government to make the | 
housing industry a public utility. That has been made quite — 
clear. Questions have been asked both of the minister and 
the Premier, specifically the question of the interview of | 
Michael Melling. I know the NDP members do not like to 
hear this, but I am going to refer to some of these clauses — 
again because the minister has yet to stand up—as the | 
Premier has not yet stood up—and deny that what has | 
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been said in this interview is not their grand plan, the big 
‘picture they have for the housing industry in this province. 
Iam going to read those again, and if the minister has an 
‘opportunity to stand up and deny it then I hope he does, 
because it will certainly clarify things. We have asked him 
several times in the House, we have asked him in the 
hearings, yet he will not deny this is the plan. 


Hon Mr Cooke: That is not true. 


Mr Tilson: He says it is not true. Let him put on the 
‘record that what the Premier said, or the then Leader of the 
Opposition said, in an interview with Mr Melling back in 
1989. I am going to read this. I know this has been put into 
‘Hansard, but I am going to read portions of it again be- 
cause I think it is quite crucial to realize where this gov- 
‘ernment is going with respect to Bill 121. The puzzle is 
starting to fill in and the grand picture the then Leader of 
the Opposition described is becoming clearer. 

Mr Melling indicated: “Your party has certainly been 
appropriately critical of the government’s failures with re- 
‘spect to rent review, but I guess what a lot of people would 
be interested in is the solution. Where do you see rent 
Teview going?” 

The member for York South said: 

“The whole premise behind rent review and rental in- 
creases is the structure of ownership. You can’t talk about 
tent review till you talk about the structure of ownership, 
and that to me is what needs to change in the rental hous- 
ing field. As long as large corporations own land and own 
apartments, and there’s a speculative element in that own- 
ership and sale of those apartments, we will have profound 
problems with the size of rents and the cost of rents, and 
increase in rents in Ontario. 

“The key, I believe, is to do more to create larger pools 
of non-profit housing. The way the market is structured 
now and the current system of rent review plays to this, it 
encourages speculation, it encourages flipping, it encour- 
ages transfer from one numbered company to another be- 
cause of the rules on financing, because of the way that 
financing costs can be passed along. I don’t think we’re 
gonna solve the rent crisis until we deal with the owner- 
ship problem and the flipping problem. You want to pro- 
vide encouragement for a non-profit model of ownership.” 

There it was. That is how it started in 1989 and we are 
now hearing ministers’ statements as to where we are 
going with non-profit housing. Certainly our party sup- 
ports non-profit housing, but not the entire industry. There 
is no private sector investment in housing stock in this 
province, it is all government ownership. I think that is the 
grandiose plan. 
| Mr Melling went on, “How do you get the current 
private rental stock out of the hands of the larger owners 
and into the hands of non-profit organizations or even into 
the hands of tenants themselves?” 

This is what the now Premier stated: “You make it less 
profitable for people to own it. I would bring in a very 
rigid, tough system of rent review. Simple. Eliminate the 
exceptions and loopholes. There will be a huge squawk 
from the speculative community and you say to them, ‘If 
you’re unhappy, we’ll buy you out.’” 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i} 


Is that not astounding? He is saying the entire housing 
industry is going to be government run. “We’re going to 
buy you out. We’re going to get rid of private enterprise in 
the housing industry.” Taxpayers cannot afford it. 


Interjection. 


Mr Tilson: Deny these statements. I challenge the 
Minister of Housing and the Premier to deny these state- 
ments, that what he was saying then is not correct. 

Mr Melling then continued, “Your Housing critic had 
proposed at one point that there would be a first right of 
refusal for tenants whose landlord was selling the build- 
ing.” The member for York South stated: “That’s an im- 
portant first step. I also think we need a government 
program of purchase.” 

That is the scary thing I see next, that slums are going 
to be created and the government is going to take over the 
existing system of housing in this province, like what hap- 
pened in the city of New York 

Michael Melling then asked the question, “Over the 
long term, you’d like to see Ontario” — 


Hon Mr Cooke: I just think you are sounding more 
like a fringe candidate every day. 


Mr Tilson: If the members do not like these state- 
ments, for heaven’s sake, they should say they are wrong. I 
offer that challenge to them. 

Michael Melling then stated, “Over the long term, 
you’d like to see Ontario, and perhaps Canada generally, 
moving to something more like the Swedish model where 
there is a very small percentage of private ownership and a 
very large percentage of non-profit ownership.” I am going 
to get into the Swedish model and how it has not worked 
there. It has become quite clear the Swedish model of 
non-profit housing has not worked. Why would this gov- 
ernment, when it sees the whole ambit of government-run 
housing failing in other parts of the world, consider driv- 
ing the nail into the province even further? 

The member for York South then stated in response to 
that question of Michael Melling: “Yes, that makes a lot 
more sense to me. What we want to try to do is to elimi- 
nate the unproductive speculative element in the economy 
as much as we possibly can. My model would be one 
where you have a very substantial non-profit rental sector 
which would be dominant.” So there it is. That is what the 
Premier of this province said in 1989. Our entire housing 
stock is going to be non-profit housing. 

Michael Melling then continued with another question: 
“T have a perception that rent review is going to always be 
an issue, but that it is going to become eclipsed over the 
next decade or so by maintenance concerns. How do you 
address that problem and provide some hope for those 
tenants who are currently living in buildings which are 
below standard?” The member for York South said: “Well, 
that’s why we have to change the system of ownership and 
management of a building. If you lived in a non-profit 
building, where the money went was public knowledge 
and everybody knew what’s at stake and everybody knew 
what the cost of financing the building was, you knew 
what the cost of the renovation was, and over how much 
time it would be paid off, and how you build that into 
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construction, I don’t think people would object to saying in 
a non-profit building, ‘Well, look, we’ve got no way 
around this, we’ve got to improve plumbing, we’ve got to 
improve the exterior, whatever it may be.’” 

Guess what? The government is going to do all the 
capital expenditures in this province. That is what he says, 
that only the government is going to do this. There is no 
encouragement for the private sector to get in and make 
these capital expenditures. 


Interjections. 
Mr Tilson: The members should deny the statements. 
Hon Mr Cooke: That’s not what it says. 


Mr Tilson: I have read it word for word. I would like 
to make a few brief comments because the Premier has 
indicated he supports the Swedish model and it clearly has 
not worked. The Swedish model of course goes back to 
World War II when it started. I understand it was intro- 
duced in Sweden in 1942 as a result of what they felt was 
an emergency regulation that would be abolished as fast as 
possible after World War II and it was believed that war- 
time inflation would be followed by a deflation with sharp 
declines in prices after World War I. 

There are articles written on this subject, one of which 
is written by Sven Rydenfelt, called The Rise and Fall of 
Swedish Rent Control. I am not going to pursue the whole 
article but it becomes quite clear if you look at what is 
going on in Sweden today, rent controls have not worked. 
He says of course, as has been said in this province, it is 
easy to introduce but it is hard to abolish. I do not think 
this government has the slightest intention—it talks about 
its consultations and its green paper consultations. I do not 
think that possibility ever occurred to them. They had one 
thing in their mind and that was to engrain the whole rent 
review system that was not working before and is not 
working now. 

I am just going to refer to a couple of sections. He talks 
about what has happened in Sweden about property stan- 
dards bylaws. That is something, of course, the govern- 
ment really has not referred to, that we do have property 
standards bylaws in Ontario. If there is no capital money 
of any substantial amount being put into the housing stock, 
municipalities are going to be obliged to retain more and 
more property standards bylaw enforcement officers, more 
downloading—the very thing this government talked about 
in the last election. They chided the Liberals, saying, 
“How dare you raise our property taxes by the download- 
ing?” They are doing the very same thing. I can assure 
them the property standards bylaw enforcement officers 
will increase unbelievably as a result of the great need to 
maintain these buildings. As the member for Eglinton has 
referred to, it is very old housing stock; 70% of the build- 
ings of this province are 20 years or more in age and are 
clearly deteriorating. 
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This article by Mr Rydenfelt, who is a lecturer in eco- 
nomics at the University of Lund in Sweden, commented 
on the deterioration of the housing stock. He stated: 

“It is well known and documented that rent controls 
result in poorer maintenance, fewer renovations and 
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modernizations and, therefore, in the long run in a serious 
deterioration in the quality of buildings. Because some re- 
quests for rent increases have been granted, the defenders 
of control have persistently contended that deterioration 
and slum development have not occurred. This argument is 
fallacious.” 


Hon Mr Cooke: Do you support the entire Swedish 
model? 


Mr Tilson: I am simply saying I am opposed. Obvi- 
ously, they tried it in Sweden and it did not work. That is 
why I am referring to some of these articles. Obviously, 
the government has not taken the time to study rent control in 
Sweden. I am going to draw some things to their attention. 

He proceeded with respect to the fact that rent control 
breeds slums. We have seen it in New York and we have 
seen it in Sweden. He carries on with respect to that sub- 
ject by saying: 

“As a result of control and lower rental income, 
owners’ ability to maintain their apartment houses has de- 
clined. In particular, their incentive for such upkeep which 
is motivated by an aesthetic or a comfort point of view has 
dwindled.” 

We have always seen that in the Bill 4 hearings, where 
landlords say: “Why bother? How can we afford to do it?” 
This government is trying to put in the very thing that 
happened in Sweden SO years ago, a system that did not 
work over there. | 

“In a free market there is always a surplus of dwellings 
and flats to let. If the owner in such a market does not keep 
his property in good condition he runs the risk of losing his 
tenants and being left with empty flats and losses in rent 
income. In a controlled market with severe shortages, the 
owner is under no such compulsion. However badly main- 
tained his property, there are always long queues of home- 
less people willing to rent his shabby, poorly maintained 
flats. 

“Since there is no economic incentive to encourage the 
owners to repair, even basic upkeep, which in the long run 
is necessary to prevent serious quality deterioration (ie 
slums), is neglected. A development of this kind is difficult 
to describe in qualitative terms.” 

I implore members of the government to read articles 
such as this. They seem to be convinced that rent review is 
the answer. All they have to do is to look at other jurisdic- 
tions around the world, such as Sweden and New York. We 
even had them come to the Legislature. An individual from 
New York and an individual from Sweden came to the 
Legislature. I think the only member of the government 
who bothered to attend was the member for Niagara Falls. 
She sat there and listened to it, but no other member of the 
government attended. It is sad when we hear other exam- 
ples being offered to describe what is going on around ee 
world. 

This article proceeds with respect to the fact that rent 
control has not worked. “In the seventies there has been 
something of a housing revolution in Sweden. The gradual 
abolition of rent controls since 1958—when council 
houses were exempted—has meant a gradual reduction in 
the housing shortage, and in the seventies the shortage has 


been replaced by a surplus. In the face of a growing sur- 
plus the rate of construction has decreased from an all-time 
record of 110,000 dwelling units in 1970 to 70,000 in 1975. 
‘The last remnants of rent control were removed in 1975.” 

) It did not work in Sweden. The Premier said he was 
trying to put that system in Ontario and yet it did not work 
in Sweden. He is trying to put a system of rent review, of 
‘rent control, in this province even though it did not work in 
Sweden. 

Mr Rydenfelt continues and speaks of the role of the 
‘Swedish tenants: 

“About 650,000 Swedes are members of the Tenants’ 
Association, from the beginning fanatical defenders of rent 
‘control. But the experiences of the controls were so dis- 
heartening that some 10 years ago the association changed 
its policy and began lobbying for the repeal of controls. 

“Rents in Sweden—like wages—are now decided after 
negotiations between the Tenants’ Association and the 
Landlords’ Association.” 

I will bet this government never even discussed that in 
‘their discussions. I certainly did not see it in the green 
paper. I certainly did not hear about it. I am not saying it is 
something that needs to be advocated, but it at least needs 
to be pursued. I do not think that has been pursued. Maybe 
it is something that should be raised in the Bill 121 hear- 

ings, as to why that whole philosophy has not been pur- 
sued here in Ontario. 

It is stated in this article, “Rent control has in certain 
‘western countries constituted maybe the worst example of 
poor planning by governments lacking courage and vi- 
sion.” They have studied the western countries which have 
gone into rent control and they say it is “poor planning by 
governments lacking courage and vision.” It is the worst 
example and yet this government insists on proceeding 
with that. This statement was made by Gunnar Myrdal, 
who was the co-winner in 1974 of the Nobel prize in eco- 
nomics. I would recommend this paper to be looked at and 
ead by members of the government and anyone else in the 
‘House. 

There have been newspaper articles which have re- 
ferred specifically to the Swedish system, mainly because 
of Mr Melling’s interview with the Premier, and how the 
Premier appears to be supporting the Swedish system. In 
April of this year there was an interview given to the To- 
onto Star by Ingemar Stahl, who is a professor, as I indi- 
cated, with the school of economics and management at 
the University of Lund. He reiterated some of the things 
that were said in this article. 

He stated: “The low rents have created a housing short- 
age. People with the rent-controlled apartments don’t let 
go of them.” That is a subject I think we will pursue. Do 
members know that in New York City these rental apart- 
ments are so beneficial they are actually bequeathed to 
people in the next generation? That is how valuable they 
‘have become. 

He was asked, “Although rent controls don’t seem to 
work in Sweden or New York, might they not be beneficial 
in Ontario?” This individual, who has studied the whole 
‘subject in Europe and in North America, stated: “As soon 
‘as you introduce rent control, private construction for 
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rental houses drops quickly and almost vanishes over time. 
Government must then jump in and subsidize social hous- 
ing, such as you have in Ontario, or provide general subsi- 
dies for all construction, as has been the case in Sweden.” 

That is where we are heading. The government is 
going to have to finance it; it is going to have to own it; it 
is going to have to buy it. I do not think the taxpayers of 
this province will stand that sort of government spending. 
We have not got it. We are taxed enough. 

“All of these things start very innocently...and then it 
starts its own dynamic. It becomes very difficult to abolish 
rent controls because there is much vested interest with 
tenants, private landlords leave the market, and govern- 
ment will be deeply involved in social housing projects 
with enormous budget costs.” 

That is something, of course, that the minister has 
never discussed in his indication as to how he is going to 
increase unbelievably the amounts of co-op housing and 
non-profit housing in this province. How are we going to 
pay for it? What is the annual cost for the various subsidies 
to these buildings? What are they going to be? We have 
not heard that. 

Mr Freedman then asked, “Has rent control not helped 
Swedish tenants in any way?” Mr Stahl replied: “Only the 
tenants with the first contracts. They can’t leave their flats 
because the only way of getting the value of the flat is by 
staying.” That is what has happened in New York. It pays 
to stay. No one goes anywhere. Why would you? Why 
would you go out and buy a house? It simply does not pay. 
That is where this province is going to go. There are peo- 
ple who are making large amounts of money, the so-called 
rich. Why would they leave their apartments? There is no 
logical reason for them to do that, because of the inexpen- 
sive housing this government will have created. 
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Mr Freedman asked, “How is the Swedish government 
reacting to its experience with rent control?” Mr Stahl re- 
sponded: “Most parties, even the Social Democratic Party 
now in power, are in favour of loosening up rent control.... 
Direct housing allowances for low-income people and 
pensioners will probably be increased.” 

Again, that is a subject that has never been addressed 
in this legislation. I will be looking forward to the Bill 121 
hearings to hear the minister make his comments as to 
what he is going to do with the large numbers of people 
who cannot afford any housing, who cannot afford any 
rents. That is a subject. There is a large number of people 
who cannot afford any rents, who cannot afford any in- 
creases. This legislation gives increases whether you are 
poor or whether you are not poor. 

Mr Freedman then asked, “What kind of legislation 
would you recommend to the government of Ontario and 
the tenants of Ontario?” Mr Stahl said: 

“Just now, with the downturn of the trade cycle and the 
vacancy rates going up a little, it’s the right time to abolish 
parts of the rent control system because there will not be 
such considerable rent increase in many places. Be very, 
very aware of the dangers of starting social housing that 
Minister Cooke is talking about now, such as the 20,000 


units a year (the government plans to build). This is a very 
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costly thing. It’s always very dangerous to build special 
houses for the poor. In the market, it’s the upper-middle 
class that moves into new houses. They leave apartments 
behind them that (others) can move into. What people try 
to do here is build dream housing for very poor people and 
that will not be successful. This just creates new slums at the 
taxpayers’ expense. The second-best option is to give people 
cash as rental allowances or direct income allowances.” 

Here is Ingemar Stahl, the noted professor from the 
school of economics at Lund University, commenting on 
rent controls in Sweden, which the Premier of this prov- 
ince has advocated. 

The comment was made during the Bill 4 hearings, and 
certainly there will be comments made during the Bill 121 
hearings, by this party that if anything, the rent controls 
that are being implemented and are continuing to be put 
forward under the rent review system in many cases help 
the rich. I do not think the government has properly ad- 
dressed that, because certainly when it is so wide-ranging, 
when it covers all tenants—not all tenants are poor. There 
are tenants in this province who can well afford to pay 
large increases. There are tenants who cannot. But this 
government has not considered that at all. 

I would like to refer very briefly to the Ontario Real 
Estate Association, which in June 1990 prepared its hous- 
ing policy study on this whole subject of rent regulation 
and how it affects the rich. It states that: 

“Rent regulation controls the rental of units irrespec- 
tive of the occupant. Thus there is no capacity to target the 
benefits produced by rent controls to those most in need. 
The Institute for Social Research at York University re- 
ported in 1989 that there is no relationship between the age 
of the unit and the income of the occupants. That means 
there’s no evidence that the older, less expensive units that 
have been regulated longer are occupied by persons with 
lower incomes. 

“Because of its inability to target benefits, rent regula- 
tion tends to produce windfall benefits to higher-income 
tenants.” I submit that is exactly what this government’s 
legislation is going to create. There are going to be major 
windfall benefits to higher-income tenants. “It is argued 
further that the extra time consumed in the search process 
and the high cost of available apartments result in reduced 
mobility and the need for more rental units to serve the 
population than would be the case without the program. 

“From the landlord’s perspective, rent regulation in 
Ontario reduces the value of the capital asset by decreasing 
its rental revenue. This loss to the landlord is also accom- 
panied by an additional loss of tax revenue to the govern- 
ment.” That is a subject that a great deal of time has not 
been spent on as a result of the facts that have been pre- 
sented to the Bill 4 hearings and I believe the green paper 
discussions as to how the private sector rental structures 
are decreasing in value and the overall effect that is going 
to have on the tax revenue to the municipalities of this 
province. That is something that hopefully will be debated. 

The Ontario Real Estate Association talked about the 
legislation treating “all landlords like large corporations. 
This is manifested by the complex administrative systems 
that require expertise and recordkeeping beyond the capacity 
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of the layperson.” Again, when you start talking about rent 
registration, which is another subject that this legislation 
deals with, if a tenant asks for one unit to be registered, 
that unit must be registered. That is going to create bureau- 
cracy. I am quite serious, back to the minister, as to the 
amount of bureaucratic staff that is going to be required. 
The rent review, the rent registration, the whole process of| 
the expansion of Bill 51 into Bill 121 and the expansion of 
what is going to be required by the government to admin- 
ister this program, to say anything, from the fact of the 
tenants’ association and the landlords’ associations are. 
going to have to hire substantial amounts of expertise to’ 
tell them what the heck the legislation means. It is very, 
very complicated legislation. The average layperson will) 
simply have no idea where to go, so the people who have 
the best staff in the private sector are the ones who are 
going to survive. The average little landlord will simply 
wither away. 

It also talks about the transfer of benefits from the’ 
small, non-affluent landlords to better-off tenants. “Finally, 
the legislation is intrusive in that it substantially redistrib-| 
utes property rights from landlord to tenant.” 

So it makes certain recommendations and it talks about 
the phasing out of rent regulations. I am disappointed the) 
government is not talking about that, having seen how rent 
review is failing in other parts of the world. It states: “The 
phasing out of rent regulation will: allow the housing mar- 
ket to function more efficiently; reduce the $40-million 
cost of administration....” Of course, that figure will jump 
unbelievably. It will be interesting to see, in my bet with 
the minister, a year from now what the $40 million will be. 
My guess is that it will at least double the cost to the 
government of housing in this province. 

Third, it will “increase incentives for investment in pri- 
vately financed rental housing; remove an ineffective and. 
inequitable subsidy; make unnecessary a range of associ- 
ated legislation intended to plug gaps in the rent regulation 
system; provide government with greater flexibility in the 
housing policy area by releasing large amounts of money 
committed to rent regulation; enhance the ability of the 
market to respond to changes in demand/supply condi- 
tions, and thus improve vacancy rates and residential mo- | 
bility, which, over time, will result in reduced rents for 
tenants.” 

The government, in its consultations, obviously did not. 
review proposals that would be put forward by the Ontario 
Real Estate Association or other associations similar to it. 
They have gone with their blinders on. They have seen 
what they want and that is it. The fact that they made 
consultations simply is not acceptable. 
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I would like to spend some time with respect to com-. 
paring what has gone on in the city of New York, because 
obviously this government has not considered the prob- 
lems that have occurred in the city of New York. We have 
made comments to the government, we have tried to en-. 
courage it to look at it, and I have had no response from 
the minister or his parliamentary assistant or other mem- 
bers of this government as to why the situation in New 
York could not occur in Ontario. | 
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: 
Lam going to refer to it. I am going to take up a little 
bit of time talking about the problems in New York. 
William Tucker, who is an authority on the whole sub- 
ject of rent control in New York City, was here in this 
House, in one of the committee rooms—and, of course, 
only one member of the government took the time to go to 
‘it—and he has charts, he has statistics, which show that 
rent review, rent control lead to homelessness. I do not 
think the government believes that, but if members read 
this book or books like it, they will see that clearly that is 
something that needs to be considered. 
_ Certainly rent control does influence homelessness, 
when you read some of the statistics that are put forward 
by Mr Tucker and were reiterated to him when he spoke to 
some members some months ago. He states in his text, 
which is entitled The Excluded Americans: Homelessness 
and Housing Policies: 

So what is rent control and how does it influence hous- 
ing and homelessness? “To economists, the answer is a 
straightforward one. Rents, like all prices, are determined 
by the laws of supply and demand. Any attempt to manip- 
ulate prices can have only one of two consequences. It can 
produce surpluses or shortages. If the government holds 
prices above market level, the result will be a surplus. If 
prices are held below market level, the result will be a 
shortage.” 
_ Guess what this government is trying to do. They are 
trying to hold the whole subject of prices with respect to 
rental accommodation below the market level. That is 
quite clearly why there is a shortage of housing in this 
province. They seem to have it in their heads that they are 
going to solve the whole subject by putting in non-profit 
housing. Their whole answer is co-op housing and non- 
profit housing, all at the expense of the taxpayer. 


Mr Lessard: What is wrong with it? 


Mr Tilson: There is nothing wrong with non-profit 
housing. You just do not make the entire housing structure 
non-profit housing. You have a mix. The government is 
going to do away with private enterprise in this province. 
There are not going to be any new initiatives with respect 
to private housing being built. Can the member tell me 
one, because if he can, I would like to hear about it. 

He talks about how you set prices with respect to rents, 
and generally the theory on prices, because the compari- 
sons are very similar. He states: “The important thing to 
tealize about a free-market economy is that neither buyers 
nor sellers can set prices all by themselves. Prices are not 
dictated by anyone, but set by negotiations between buyers 
and sellers.” 

That is an important statement. This government is 
doing away with that whole theory. They are simply say- 
ing: “We’re going to set the prices. We’re not going to 
allow any negotiations between tenants and landlords. 
We’re not going to encourage any new housing, so there- 
fore the government will control all the housing. The gov- 
ernment will control all the prices.” 

| Mr Tucker goes on by saying: “They are the result of 
the great mass of private transactions, on which each indi- 
vidual transaction has only very little impact. This may 
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make each individual buyer and seller feel powerless, but 
this is only because there are so many other buyers and 
sellers in the market. 

“Unfortunately, throughout history the majority of peo- 
ple have labored under the illusion that if prices can be 
fixed at some favourable level by the government, an un- 
limited amount of the desired commodities will be avail- 
able at that price. This is not true. Prices cannot be 
forcefully moved away from market levels without throw- 
ing supply and demand out of alignment. The real effect is 
to foul up the flow of information between producers and 
consumers. If buyers and sellers cannot communicate 
through prices, neither can tell what the other wants to do. 
The result will be a surplus or a shortage.” 

Mr Tucker is not just making this up. He has statistics 
that go all through the city of New York. Most of his 
figures are based in various cities around the United States 
that have tried and have failed at rent control. So he is not 
making this up. I would encourage members of the gov- 
ernment to study this as to how what they are proposing 
with Bill 121 is not going to work. 

He talks about how there is a low vacancy rate in every 
city in the United States which has experienced rent con- 
trols, and he has studied every one of them and has made 
graphs as to where they were before, during and after rent 
controls have been experimented with. He states at page 
159 of the text: “Rent control produces an identical hous- 
ing shortage. The most obvious evidence is the remarkably 
low vacancy rate in every city with rent control.” 

When we hear these statistics, we wonder why the 
government would put forward that philosophy. We won- 
der if they did consult. Did they really consult? Did they 
really study all of the alternatives that have occurred in 
North America and in other parts of Europe? Did they 
really study it? I doubt if they did, because if they did we 
would have heard about it. 

Mr Tucker continues by saying: “With rent control, 
there are several possible holes in the market. One is new 
housing.” I refer to this subject because of the proposal by 
the minister to exempt new housing for a period of five 
years and the downfalls of that. I suspect that will not 
encourage people to get into the housing market. Why 
would they, as I said earlier, when they know perfectly 
well that in five years they are going to be right back with 
rent controls or rent review? So Mr Tucker commented on 
this. He said: “With rent control there are several possible 
holes in the market. One is new housing. Realizing that 
developers do not want to build in a rent-controlled mar- 
ket, cities will often exempt new buildings from the con- 
trols (unless, of course, they don’t want new construction, 
which is why Berkeley and Santa Monica have not al- 
lowed this exemption). Sometimes smaller buildings are 
also left unregulated. Often these holes in the market de- 
velop spontaneously—as when Berkeley home owners 
started renting out spare bedrooms to students desperately 
seeking housing.” We have seen that going on in this prov- 
ince, too, and the government has yet to deal with that in 
some of the university towns. 

“To people who are forced to shop in these holes in the 
market, prices will be higher than they would be in a free 
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market. This is because the excess demand spilling over 
from the regulated sector is chasing after the limited sup- 
plies in the hole-in-the-market sector. Often this unregu- 
lated sector will be a ‘black market,’ where a premium 
must be paid for underground dealings. In any case, people 
forced outside the regulated sector by shortages will end 
up paying more than they would at market prices.“ So I 
would encourage the government to study that factor if it 
is insisting on putting rent controls back on buildings after 
they have been up for five years, and the problems that it 
will create by that policy. 

He has provided a considerable amount of data as to 
how rent controls, in fact, push people out into the streets. 
There is nowhere else to go. There is no way this govern- 
ment, through its non-profit housing and co-op housing, 
will be able to house all of the poor. There is no way. 
There is just not enough money in the pot to do that. 

Mr Tucker comments on this when he states: “Rent 
control is very much like exclusionary zoning and growth 
control. The present residents of any community can vote 
themselves handsome benefits, while the adverse effects 
are pushed on to outsiders and future residents. In the sub- 
urbs this technique usually means pushing housing prob- 
lems into a neighbouring town or back into the cities. In 
the cities, however, it means pushing people into the 
Streets. 

“One of the initial appeals of rent control is that land- 
lords are in certain ways captives of the municipality. They 
cannot move their buildings to the next town to avoid the 
regulations.” This is one area where there will be no cross- 
border shopping. The landlords, unfortunately, are prison- 
ers. They cannot go to other jurisdictions. They are stuck 
with this government, at least until it is turfed out of office. 

They also talk about affordable housing and waiting in 
line. That is a subject the NDP government has never re- 
ally dealt with when it talks about its non-profit housing 
and co-op housing as an alternative to private enterprise 
housing: the waiting lists that are going to be created and 
are in fact created. The waiting lists are unbelievable, it has 
been referred to, to get into non-profit housing. 
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Mr Tucker refers to that at page 164 of his text where 
he states: 

“Economists have long noted that prices are a rationing 
system whereby scarce resources are allocated according 
to people’s ability to buy. When prices are prevented from 
functioning, another system of allocation must take their 
place. In wartime, for example, ration cards are usually 
used to ration goods in conjunction with price controls. In 
socialist countries, a first-come, first-served basis is substi- 
tuted—often called ‘waiting in line.’ Today’s restricted 
suburban municipalities are allocating affordable housing 
units by lottery. 

“Without any of these systems, however, rationing is 
likely to take place through inside information, good con- 
nections, informal agreements, bribes or other under-the- 
table arrangements (often called the ‘black market’). In a 
rent-controlled community, favouritism, friendships and 
insider connections usually become the principal means of 
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distribution. People with networks of family or friends can 
usually find housing. Those without connections cannot.” — 

I hope this government is not going to be creating the’ 
type of society that has been experienced in other jurisdic-| 
tions such as the society Mr Tucker has*described in New 
York, where these types of arrangements are made with 
respect to people in the know. I hope, if they are confident 
that this legislation is going to pass and is going to work, 
that type of problem will not exist. I hope they will look at 
how it did not work in the city of New York, at how people’ 
take advantage of that type of system and how the poor 
and those who do not know people as much as some of the. 
more wealthy tenants will be downtrodden perhaps by| 
people in the know. 

Mr Tucker also talks about how rent control causes 
relationships between the tenants and the landlords to be) 
adversarial. I mentioned at the beginning of my comments 
the type of arrangements that can cause, the whole fact of 
tenants saying, “Such-and-such a condition exists in my 
building. There is neglect. Landlords come and try to fix it 
up. It’s not done adequately,” the whole debate back and 
forth in that type of arrangement. 

This system has been tried in other jurisdictions and it! 
has failed miserably. All we have to do is look to New 
York and we can see the problems Ontario is going to 
encounter if Bill 121 is passed with the suggestions that 
are being put forward by this government. Mr Tucker said 
at page 204: 

“In an ordinary city without rent control, tenant- land- 
lord relations are usually invisible. ‘Believe it or not, I’ve 
seen tenants and landlords in Berkeley who were abso- 
lutely best of friends until the rent board came in and 
destroyed their relationship,’ said Gregory McConnell, for- 
mer director of Berkeley rent control.” 

We have already seen that. During the Bill 4 hearings, 
we have seen where tenants and landlords came to an ar-| 
rangement with respect to performing capital expenditures 
on their buildings and then the dreaded Bill 4 came in. 
Even though their deal had been struck, Bill 4 declared 
that void, and tenant after tenant said, “That’s not fair 
when we came to an arrangement.” That is what this type) 
of legislation is going to create. 

Mr Tucker goes on to state on the next page: 

“In a normal market, landlords make money by offer- 
ing reasonable housing at reasonable prices. Rents are set 
by supply and demand. If housing is scarce, landlords will 
be able to charge higher prices. If the market is a 
they will worry about securing tenants. 

“One thing a landlord can do about attracting tenants is 
to keep his place attractive and clean. If a landlord lets his 
building run down, he risks losing tenants. Likewise, if 
tenants don’t like an apartment, they can usually look for 
another one.” 

There is the catch-22 that has been created. Landlords 
have simply said that what is being set under Bill 121 will 
not assist them in improving their buildings, even at the 
lowest level of small maintenance. But there is no other 
place for them to go. There are no other structures being: 
built. So what is going to become of the tenants of this: 
province as a result of the policies of this government? __ 
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Mr Tucker continued by saying: 

“One recent study in Baltimore found that even in the 
yvorse Slums there is generally a three-tier system of rents. 
fenants who are well behaved and pay on time, pay 
yelow-market rents. Those who are average in their behav- 
or pay market rents. Tenants who present behavioral prob- 
ems generally pay rents that are above market. Setting a 
ent level is an important means of social control, and 
andlords serve as informal policemen, maintaining order 
n their buildings. 

- “Under rent control, however”—and that is what this 
sovernment is trying to put forward—“all these things 
hange. Landlord-tenant relations become completely ad- 
versarial.” That is what has started in Ontario. “Landlords 
urn into greedy villains who seem to want nothing except 
et their buildings run down and get rid of tenants. Mean- 
vhile, tenants are in a constant state of agitation, see them- 
‘elves as helpless prisoners of a voracious landlord class. 
nly the heroic efforts of the rent control authorities keep 
hem from being eaten alive. 

“What is it about rent control that sets off open warfare 
yetween tenants and landlords and seems to turn landlords 
nto exactly the heartless monsters that tenant activists 
slaim they are? 

“The key point to recognize is that rent controls turn a 

roluntary exchange into a coerced transaction. Regardless 
of how much griping tenants or landlords may do in a free 
narket, the fact remains that nobody is able to force any- 
me into a transaction they don’t want to make.” But we 
vill in Ontario with the legislation this government is 
soing to put forward. 
- “But rent control is purely and simply an attempt by 
enants to use the power of the government to set prices. 
As we have already seen, this effort inevitably produces a 
hortage. But what it does for tenant-landlord relation- 
hips—and eventually for the entire civic order of the 
‘ommunity—is an entirely separate story. 

“Forced to sell at a price below market, any merchant 
vill do one of three things: (1) he will withdraw the prod- 
ict from the market; (2) he will try to circumvent the 
egulations; or (3) he will let the product deteriorate to the 
yoint where its value matches the legal price.” 

_ That should be considered by this government before it 


soes forward with this legislation. Is it possible that can 
iappen? If they are honestly convinced after looking at 
vhat goes on in jurisdictions that this cannot happen, then 
0 be it. But I think if they study what goes on in Sweden 
ind what goes on in New York and what goes on in some 
of the other American jurisdictions that have experience in 
vhat this government is going through, they will have sec- 
md thoughts in putting forward this legislation. 

Mr Tucker continues by saying; 

“The first and most obvious response to rent control is 
0 get out of the business and invest in something else. 
“his is easy enough if you are a builder of houses—you 
ust stop building. This is why, sooner or later, all rent-con- 
rolled communities eventually see new construction all 
vut disappear—even when they try to exempt new hous- 
ng.” The minister should remember that. That is what has 
iappened in New York and what could happen in Ontario. 
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Mr Tucker goes on to state: 

“If you already own rental apartments, however, get- 
ting out of the business is not such an easy matter. This, in 
fact, is what makes rent control so initially attractive. As 
the author of The Cities’ Wealth put it, ‘Housing can be 
controlled far more easily than other forms of wealth 
which are movable and beyond the scope of legal regula- 
tion by the city.’ If Berkeley tried to set prices on food or 
stereo equipment, the stores would just relocate across the 
border in Oakland. But a landlord does not have that option.” 

That is what has happened in the United States. Land- 
lords in these various cities got stuck and the slums of 
New York and other cities were created. I believe if this 
policy continues in Ontario, it could happen here. 

I believe also that with the small amounts of capital 
increases that are being suggested by the minister with 
respect to capital expenditures, landlords will simply stop 
making capital expenditures. They simply will stop be- 
cause they will not have the money themselves and the 
banks will not. The banks and the financial institutions that 
fund these things simply will not do it. 

So is the Premier’s plan really moving along as sched- 
uled? Is the grand plan unfolding? Is he going to take over 
the housing industry of this province because the landlords 
cannot afford the capital expenditures? 
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Mr Tucker did talk about landlords stopping making 
repairs, and I would like to throw that out to the govern- 
ment to consider. He talks about “what to do when the 
landlord stops making repairs in the hope that his tenants 
will decide to leave. Having created this new kind of land- 
lord, the municipal government must now protect tenants 
from him.” Of course in the United States they have indi- 
vidual rent control systems in each individual city, as op- 
posed to states, as most members know. 

He states: “The solution is always the same. Sooner or 
later, someone will come up with the bright idea, ‘Why 
don’t we let tenants enforce the housing code by giving 
them power to withhold rent, or even receive permanent 
rent reductions, if the landlord doesn’t maintain his build- 
ing?’ And so, procedures for rent reductions and rent 
strikes will be formalized.” Do members see how the an- 
tagonism can develop? It can mushroom into something 
that I do not think we want in this society of Ontario. 

“What political leaders do not want to acknowledge is 
that, in both the short and the long run, tenants are gener- 
ally far more interested in not paying rent than in worrying 
about the overall condition of the building. Tenants will 
demand rent reductions for the most trivial complaints.” 

Again I ask the minister: What does neglect mean? He 
will not tell us what neglect means. What is neglect? Is it a 
crack in the wall? If a tenant makes an objection about a 
crack in the wall, which may or may not be a trivial com- 
plaint, does that result in rent being reduced? 

Mr Tucker continues by saying: “Since the rent board 
is almost always loaded with tenant activists, the whole 
process soon becomes a kangaroo court. (When Berkeley 
landlords finally elected one property owner to the rent 
board, the board decided she was not allowed to vote because 
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ownership was a ‘conflict of interest.’)” Sounding familiar, 
more and more, to Ontario. 

Mr Tucker continues by saying: 

“Finding building code violations soon becomes a 
sport—one that rich and poor alike can play. The affluent 
will form committees and comb their buildings with righ- 
teous indignation. The poor may just continue to break 
things out of habit. Either way, the rent reductions mount 
up. When trivial violations can’t be found, it is always 
possible to create a few. A broken window, a damaged 
mailbox, a missing smoke alarm—all may be worth siz- 
able rent reductions in what becomes known as the ‘viola- 
tions game.’” 

It cannot happen in Ontario? Just watch, I say to the 
minister. 

Mr Tucker concludes that particular section by saying 
that such rent— 


Mr White: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I under- 
stand that the standing orders forbid lengthy readings, but 
quotations alone or excerpts from readings are appropriate. 
It seems to me that the member is reading extensively and 
far beyond a simple quotation. 


The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): Thank you. 
That is a matter of opinion. The member is quoting exten- 
sively, but I believe he is in order and he is right on topic. 


Mr Tilson: I do not think the government has looked 
at other jurisdictions. Since they have not taken the time to 
look at other jurisdictions that have experimented with rent 
control and rent review, they are going to hear about it 
right now, because I think that is something that should be 
dealt with by this House and the committee. That is why I 
am spending some time with the situation in New York 
and how it failed in New York and is continuing to fail in 
the city of New York and in other cities across the United 
States. 

Mr Tucker continues by saying: “Such rent reductions 
are usually supposed to be temporary—removable when 
the violation is corrected. But now comes the next level of 
play, known as the ‘access game.’” All of this sounds very 
silly, Mr Speaker, but if you follow the process that is 
being created by some of the sections in Bill 121, I think 
you can see it is possible. If it is not possible, then fine, 
proceed. But if it is possible, hopefully the government 
will have a second look at its legislation before it proceeds. 

Mr Tucker continues by saying: “Having been awarded 
a $45-a-month rent reduction for a small crack in the bath- 
room wall, the tenant now says to himself, ‘Do I really 
want this crack fixed or would I rather keep the $45 a 
month?’” The answer, of course, is obvious. So when the 
plasterers arrive two days later to patch the wall, the tenant 
refuses to let them in.“ That is called the access game in 
the city of New York. Can it happen in Ontario? I believe it 
can. 


Mr Tucker continues by saying: 
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“This scenario is repeated over and over again in rent- 
controlled cities. Landlords make appointments, tenants. 
make sure they are not at home. Landlords catch them at. 
home, tenants say they can’t be disturbed. Landlords send 
registered letters setting up appointments, tenants send) 
them back. ‘We’ve had to call the police several times, 
where tenants were physically threatening workmen who. 
were trying to make repairs in their apartments....’” 

This set of facts, these scenarios I have been referring 
to, actually happened in various cities and in the city of, 
New York, and yet there is nothing in the legislation that) 
deals with trying to avoid those situations. I hope the gov-) 
ernment will have substantial amendments prepared for 
the committee hearings to resolve that type of situation, if 
indeed it does not simply withdraw some of the sections in 
the act that will create these problems. 

Mr Tucker proceeds by saying: 

“The further their rents descend, the angrier tonal 
become. ‘The rents here are so great,’ they will say, ‘but. 
the landlord is a complete scum. He never fixes anything. 
You have to drag him into court just to get him to change a_ 
lightbulb.” When confronted with the idea that their below-. 
market rents might have something to do with this, they 
will cry out: ‘Market rents? Are you kidding? This place. 
isn’t worth the money we’re paying for it now.’” That is 
awfully similar to some of the statements that were made 
during Bill 4 and how this government has failed to ad- 
dress those situations. | 

“And so it goes on and on, until it becomes one of the 
ugliest spectacles in America, landlords and tenants fight- 
ing in hand-to-hand combat over housing that is falling 
down around their ears.” Cannot happen in Ontario? I be- 
lieve it will. 

“And so homelessness mounts,” Mr Tucker proceeds. 
“By blocking new housing and destroying old, rent control 
leaves a swelling number of people without any place to 
live. The poorest will be first let out in the cold.” 

I have referred to situations in New York where rents 
are so low in the private sector, as a result of rent control, 
that they bequeath them, they make bequests in their wills. 
of apartments they have access to. They do not go any- 
where. Why would they? It is the best deal in town. Mr 
Tucker devotes an entire chapter to this subject, chapter 
19, where he talks about “The Best Deal in Town.” 

I am going to refer to a few sections in this just to show 
members some very well known people who you would 
think are extremely well off and are taking advantage of 
the rent— 

Mr Miclash: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I do 
not believe there is a quorum in the House and I think the 
government members should realize that it is their respon- 
sibility to keep a quorum in the House, so I would like to 
call for a quorum. 

The Acting Speaker ordered the bells rung. 

[Report continues in volume B] 
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The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): A quorum is 
iow present. The honourable member for Dufferin-Peel 


iad the floor at the time of the quorum call. You may now 
esume your participation in the debate. 


Mr Tilson: The best deal in town is in the city of New 
york as a result of rent review, according to Mr Tucker. 
Nhat he is saying makes sense as to the number of 
yealthy people who are literally abusing the rent review 
ystem in the city of New York. Mr Tucker states in his 
chapter dealing with this: 

“The outcome of rent control is that long-tenured or 
ffluent tenants get reduced rents. In New York, the re- 
narkable result has been that some of the best deals are 
1eld by the city’s cultural and political luminaries. 

“Former Mayor Edward Koch himself is one of the 
yiggest winners. He has a rent-controlled apartment on 
Nashington Street in Greenwich Village. Koch pays 
3441.49 a month for a large, one-bedroom apartment with 
:n outer terrace that would probably be worth $1,200 in an 
inregulated market. He kept the apartment for the entire 
.2 years he lived in Gracie Mansion.” 

That was the mayor of the city of New York taking 
idvantage of the rent review system. There are going to be 
yeople in these cities, in the city of Toronto, the city of 
Dttawa and the city of London, who are going to do the 
same thing as a result of the policy of this government. 


Ms Gigantes: That’s slanderous. 
Mr Tilson: It is here in the book. Read the book. 


“Supermodel and actress Lauren Hutton and her husband, 
Robert Williamson, have title to a rent-controlled chalet in 
he rear of a small apartment building in Greenwich Village. 
They pay $469.70 a month. (Rent-controlled rents are always 
calculated to the penny, since they are raised by annual 
yercentages.)” Sounds familiar? That is the policy that is 
veing suggested by this government. 

“The chalet, built as an artist’s studio in the 1920s, has 
loor-to-ceiling mahogany panelling, a fireplace, and a loft. 
The couple also own a home in California and ocean-front 
droperty in the Hamptons and on Long Island. Williamson 
jas another rent-controlled apartment in the neighbourhood 
hat he uses for storage. Strangely, both his landlords inde- 
yendently sued Williamson for non-primary residence 
without realizing he had two apartments. Williamson won 
doth cases.” 

_ It goes on and on about other well-known personalities 
hat are literally taking advantage and paying unbelievably 
ow rents as a result of rent review in the city of New York. 
t goes on for a great number of pages. It is almost like one 
of the scandal magazines, and it is scandalous when we 
iear of wealthy individuals taking advantage of such a 


| 


system, but that is predictable in Ontario. It makes sense, 


| 


| 
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because the exact system that this government is suggest- 
ing has been going on in the city of New York for years. 

Mr Tucker comments: 

“For many years, Shelley Winters had a rent-controlled 
apartment near Central Park, paying only $839.93 for two 
bedrooms. She also owned a home in Beverly Hills. She 
finally bought her apartment in 1987—four years after the 
building went co-op—when the new management board 
proved in court that the Beverly Hills home was her primary 
residence. Farley Granger, another old-time actor, remains 
in a rent-controlled apartment in the same building, paying 
$916.75 for a two-bedroom apartment....” 

“Politicians in New York make out equally well under 
rent control. On the city council, many of the most outspoken 
advocates of rent regulations are beneficiaries themselves. 
Of the seven representatives from Manhattan (where most 
of the best rent-controlled deals are located), three have 
benefited substantially from rent control.” Sounding more 
and more like Ontario? I can assure members it is. 

Finally they conclude, and this is the best story of all, 
where Mr Tucker talks about one of the Rothschilds, who 
was a descendant from the real Rothschilds, another Man- 
hattan artist who has built a career around a rent-controlled 
apartment. 

“An art appraiser with a modest reputation, Rothschild 
has what both the New York Post and Fox Television’s A 
Current Affair called ‘the best deal in town.’ The 73-year- 
old Rothschild is the sole tenant of an eight-room duplex 
featuring a 2,000-square-foot living room that has a 22- 
foot ceiling, plus hand-carved woodwork and cathedral 
windows, all in an ornate building just off Central Park. He 
pays $568.24 a month. 

“Divorced three times, Rothschild said he is fairly cer- 
tain that his last wife married him in the hope of eventually 
getting the apartment. ‘When I die,’ he added, ‘I just want 
to be cremated and have my ashes buried right here under 
my living room floor.’ 

“Even in death, New Yorkers rarely want to give up 
their rent-controlled apartments.” 

That is how preposterous rent review has become in 
the city of New York. 

The government has taken over and that is what this 
government wants to do. It has become quite clear from 
the Premier’s statement to Mr Melling, which has gone 
uncontradicted in this House, so I therefore conclude, as does 
everyone else in this province, that the New Democratic 
government wishes to take over the housing industry. 

Mr Tucker talks about that to a certain extent in chapter 
22 and the downfalls of that. He states, “Once a municipal 
government has stifled private enterprise in housing, the 
other shoe drops.” I ask when the other shoe is going to 
drop in Ontario. 

Mr Tucker continues by saying: 

“The government must now become the ‘supplier of last 
resort.’ The private sector can no longer provide housing, 
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so the government must. The process can be observed in 
England, where rent controls were first imposed during 
World War I. By 1980, almost 80% of Great Britain’s 
housing was owned by the government. Only Prime Minister 
Margaret Thatcher’s well-received policy to sell public 
housing to its tenants has begun to reverse the process. 

“New York City is going through the same transition. 
‘Private developers cannot even build middle-income 
housing in New York,’ said Abe Biderman, commissioner 
of HBPD. ‘The numbers just aren’t there. By the time you 
factor in land costs, construction costs and property taxes, 
you’re already up to $800 to $900 a month rent. If we’re 
going to have low-income housing in New York, the city is 
going to have to build it.’” 

That is exactly what is happening in Ontario. The 
minister’s agenda is quite clear: He intends to build all the 
housing in the province. That is what he is proposing. He 
is driving the private sector out of business. 


Hon Mr Cooke: David, he is talking about costs. 


Mr Tilson: The minister keeps talking about how he 
is planning to support private housing, how he favours 
everyone. I would like to know where his legislation en- 
courages the construction of new housing in this province 
by the private sector. There is not one iota of evidence that 
it is going to happen. 

Mr Tucker does continue with some paragraphs about 
where the government takes over and he states— 


Hon Mr Cooke: You are more right-wing than the 
Reform Party. 

Mr Tilson: The truth hurts, I know. He states: 

“Perhaps the most interesting question, though, is this: 
Where is the city government ever going to get all the 
vacant and half-vacant buildings that will be reconstructed 
and rehabilitated into low- and moderate-income housing? 
We have already heard the answer. It is to be ‘torn from 
landlords’ bleeding hands.’” That is what the minister is 
suggesting in this province. 

“In 1986, New York City owned 9,000 buildings, con- 
taining 50,000 vacant and 50,000 occupied apartments— 
9% of the city’s housing stock. Seventy per cent of central 
Harlem is now owned by the city government.” The city of 
New York is the largest landlord in the city and this province 
is going to become— 

Mr Turnbull: Once again it appears that the govern- 
ment has so much disrespect for this House that we do not 
have a quorum. 


The Acting Speaker ordered the bells rung. 
1829 . 


Mr Tilson: I was just describing very briefly how the 
city of New York has in fact become the largest owner of 
apartment dwellings in that city and how that obviously is 
the plan of the Premier and the Minister of Housing. 

This is all well documented. Mr Tucker has not just 
made this up. This is quite factual. He proceeds at page 
312, where he states: 

“Only about 100 buildings are auctioned back to the 
public each year, all of them very small structures with only 
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one to four units. The remainder are being held as a war! 
chest for the city government’s future housing programs. 

“The mayor’s 10-year program, in fact, is nothing, 
more than a blueprint for taking more buildings out of the. 
hands of private owners and turning them over to the 
growing legions of politically connected non-profit organi- 
zations that are going to be the city’s new landlords. Half 
the money in the $5.1 billion will go to non-profits.” That) 
is a fear that I hope does not happen in Ontario. I think we, 
all acknowledge that there is a need for non-profit housing, 
but it is getting out of control in this province, and it is as a/ 
result of legislation such as we are seeing before us today. | 

The best statement of all comes from Assa Lindbeck, 
chairman of the Nobel Prize Committee for Economics. 
His brief statement on the subject of rent controls is re- 
ferred to in the text. I think this sums up why we should 
not proceed with the rent review legislation being pro- 
posed by Bill 121: 

“The effects of rent control have in fact been exactly 
what can be predicted from the simplest type of supply- 
and-demand analysis—’ housing shortage’ (excess demand 
for housing), black markets, privileges for those who happen 
to have a contract for a rent-controlled apartment, nepotism 
in the distribution of the available apartments, difficulties 
in getting apartments for families with children and, in many 
places, deterioration of the housing stock. In fact, next to 
bombing, rent control seems in many cases to be the most 
efficient technique so far known for destroying cities, as 
the housing situation in New York City demonstrates.” 

I heartily recommend that this text be read by members. 
of the government. Obviously they have not studied other 
jurisdictions, such as the various American cities that have 
got into rent control. They have not studied the situation in 
Europe, in England and in Sweden. They simply think it is 
a good idea and that is how they are going to solve the 
housing problem. They should look at some of these issues, 
because their legislation does not deal with the types of 
problems that exist in New York. Their legislation is com- 
pletely silent on these and I can assure them that it will be 
raised in the committee hearings. 

The Minister of Housing, who is prattling on now, 
talked back in December with respect to the subject of rent 
review. Having talked about some of the horror stories that 
have been going on in other jurisdictions, I would like to 
refer the minister to where he states in Hansard, as a result 
of a question I asked him back on 3 December 1990: 

“T think one of the difficulties that all of us have had 
under the current rent review legislation is that it has been so 
complex that it has cost the taxpayers of this province $40 
million a year to administer an incredibly complex system. 

“T think one of the prime goals of this government is to 
develop with landlords and with tenants, over as short a 
period of time as possible, a system of rent regulation which 
will be simpler and clearer to both landlords and tenants 
and which will result, in fact, in some of the bureaucracy 
in the rent review system being able to be downsized so 
that we will have a simpler system.” 

Is that what Bill 121 is going to do? In the | 
ahead we will be debating that and I think the minister will 
find that we are not so far from the problems that have 


‘occurred in the American cities, in England and in Sweden 
that have been described to him here today. 

I would like to refer to some of the sections in the bill, 
specifically the time-limited exemption which is referred 
to in section 3, the subject of time allocation which is dealt 
with in subsection 3(5) and the whole issue of new buildings. 
After five years, new buildings will be subject to controls 
and there will be little incentive as a result of that. In other 
words, the definition section talks about how new build- 
‘ings will be exempt for five years, and after five years they 
will be subject to rent control. There will be no incentive 
for individuals to build new buildings, knowing perfectly 
‘well that they are going to be constructing buildings that 
will be subject to rent control in five years. Why would 
they do that? There is no reason why they would do that. I 
would submit it is a ploy to give the impression that they 
are getting out of rent control. In fact, they are going into it 
even further. 

I think some of these sections would be dealt with 
more appropriately in the clause-by-clause discussions at 
the committee, and that certainly will be done. 

I would like to make a couple of comments specifically 
with respect to the extraordinary operating costs that have 
been referred to by the minister in his opening comments. 
We in our party, of course, referred to the subject of garbage 
tippage fees, and we put forward an amendment, which I 
do not think we got a chance to make in the House as a 
result of the closure. 

The very thing our party predicted is starting to happen 
already. The city of Scarborough has insisted that one par- 
ticular landlord create a garbage structure outside his 
apartment building at a cost of $25,000 to $30,000. The 
rents currently in this building are $504. I guess the reason 
I am giving this example is that there is nothing in the 
legislation that allows for that type of expenditure. In other 
words, where a municipality or some outside force comes 
along and passes legislation, this must be done. I would 
submit that hopefully there will be some amendments to 
deal with that. 

When we look at section 14, we must also look at 
subsection (2) that talks about an increase in cost being 
considered extraordinary only if the taxes, heat, hydro and 
water for the whole complex increase more than 50% of the 
average over the past three years for that specific category. 
‘We have to look at that subsection. I think it is slightly 
misleading to say that those types of expenditures are al- 
lowed, as stated by the minister, without further explanation 
from him, and I would invite him to do that this evening. 

Throughout the act there are definitions whose meaning, I 
hope, will come out in the hearings. Specifically, I have 
raised in the House the issue of neglect. I have raised the 
issue in subsection 15(3), where it states: 

_ “(3) Acapital expenditure is not eligible if, 

_ “(a) it became necessary as a result of neglect in main- 
taining the residential complex or a rental unit in it....” 
We do not know what “neglect” means. We do not 
know what is “necessary.” We do not know what that is. I 
‘suppose the minister is going to tell us, “Oh, well, that will 
come forward in the regulations.” But the unfortunate part 
is that we will not see those regulations until the bill has 
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been passed. Being a new member of the House, that is my 
understanding as to the procedure. It is very difficult to 
support legislation when you know these strange defini- 
tions are going to come out. 

There is the other subject of conditional orders that 
does appear in subsection 15(4). It would appear that condi- 
tional orders would continue under certain circumstances, 
but if they are not allowed, I would submit that those facts, 
where people are trying to do certain things as a result of 
conditional orders, could be used against the landlord to 
prove neglect or inefficient maintenance or reduction of 
service, if the orders are not granted and they do not have 
the-funds to do it. So it is a catch-22 situation that I would 
submit the government is putting forward. 

Section 16 talks about the transitional capital expenditure 
period. In other words, to be fair to the minister, he did 
attempt to make some allowance for the problems of people 
who were caught under Bill 4 and the financial difficulties 
they have encountered. I will admit one thing to him: He 
has at least tried with that section to alleviate some of the 
problems. 

However, due to the time that has elapsed since the 
work was completed and the application processed, the 
amount received in most cases will not even cover the 
interest. The amount that is being allowed will not even 
cover the interest that has been the result of this delay, so 
the moratorium would appear to remain in place, obviously, 
until royal assent for Bill 121 is given. If Bill 121 does not 
pass before 1 June 1992, I believe the capital expenditures 
incurred between 7 June and 31 December are lost. They 
are lost for ever. Again, that section is rather misleading. 

I will not proceed with other sections in the act, but I 
would submit it is a terribly drafted piece of legislation. 
The lack of definition is rampant. It is very difficult to 
define to tenants and landlords exactly what is meant. 
There is no question, as I said in my response to him, that 
tenants’ and landlords’ associations are going to have to 
hire experts to determine where they are going with this 
specific legislation. 

I will hold the minister to my bet of a loonie because I 
believe the administration and the bureaucracy will be 
rampant as a result of this legislation. 

Bill 51, of course, had a Residential Rental Standards 
Board where members were appointed by the Lieutenant 
Governor in Council and were assisted in the performance of 
their duties by such officers and employees of municipalities 
as were required. It was this board that set the minimum 
maintenance standards. Property standards bylaws also in- 
volved the municipalities, and as well, provincial property 
standards employees could conduct inspections. 

Landlords could appeal an order by filing a notice with 
the board, and this appeal could be heard by a single member 
of the board or by a panel of three members. Along comes 
Bill 121, and as I understand it—if I am incorrect I am 
sure the minister will tell me—the director of rent control 
is the administrative head, not the minister, as was the case 
in Bill 51. The director assumes—this is contrary to what I 
believe the member for Eglinton has indicated—responsi- 
bility for the administration of the act and has the authority 
to direct actual applications, inspections and orders. 
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The next issue is rent control officers, who receive 
applications and judgements and issue work orders. I 
would be interested to know—I challenge the minister to 
tell me—what type of bureaucracy will be created by this 
legislation. How many new people are going to be created 
as a result of Bill 121? How many rent control officers will 
there be? How many rent inspectors will there be? Rent 
inspectors will inspect the buildings to determine the need 
for or cause of capital repairs and report the findings back 
to the director or rent control officers. There is no appeal 
process in this legislation, only with respect to that in a 
court of law. 

I can tell members that already there are ripples in the 
economic system of this province. People are already having 
difficulties with the proposed legislation. Before, with re- 
spect to Bill 4, work and job losses were simply post- 
poned; now, with Bill 121, if Bill 121 is passed, they are 
being cancelled— 


Hon Mr Cooke: David, look around you. 


Mr Tilson: If the member is not getting letters, I can 
assure the member that I am. People are simply telling me 
that jobs are going to be cancelled, contracts are going to 
be cancelled and suppliers are going to be cancelled, so all 
the problems created by Bill 4 are continuing and are 
worsening with respect to Bill 121. 

One letter I would like to refer to is from O’Shanter 
Development Co, which talks about, again, the definition 
of “adequate” in section 25. 

He states: “How does the minister expect the rental 
industry to trust a rent review system where the rent re- 
view officer will first decide whether he should lower a 
landlord’s rent?” He refers to subsection 13(7) of the bill 
before he considers any possible increase. This is a dramatic 
variance from the previous legislation. “In section 25, a ten- 
ant must apply to lower rent based on whether the standard 
of maintenance is adequate. What does the word ‘adequate’ 
mean?” He goes on that he believes this will be the basis of 
kangaroo court proceedings, where tenants vandalize their 
apartments to get their rents lowered. “Ample evidence of 
this exists in Berkeley or New York. Perhaps Bill 121 
should be named Pacific Heights a la Cooke.” 

The people in the housing industry and the private sector 
industry are looking at other jurisdictions. They are looking at 
New York, England, and Sweden and they are very con- 
cerned where we are going. I must confess that certainly 
people on this side of the House are concerned as well. 

I would like to refer to one further piece of correspon- 
dence, from Sifton Properties of London. These types of 
correspondence are coming from all across this province. I 
hope the minister is receiving similar pieces of legislation 
and will consider them before implementing Bill 121. 

The specific correspondence I am referring to has just 
recently come to me from Barry Parker, vice-president of 
residential income properties, who talks about what Bill 4 
did to him and what he expects Bill 121 is going to do to 
him. He states: 

“As owners and managers of 3,000 pre-1976 rental 
units in southwestern Ontario, we are writing to complain 
about the NDP’s latest disaster for our industry—Bill 121. 
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“Our stock of units now averages about 20 years in age 
and has been subject to the full effects of Ontario’s rent 
control system since 1975. During that time, rents have’ 
failed to even keep up with the inflation since the guideline 
increases were well below the inflation rate throughout 
most of the 1980s. In other words, like many owners of the! 
older buildings, unless we have received approval from 
rent review services for an above-guideline increase, we 
must now rent our units for less money in real dollars than 
was being charged in 1975. Compounding this problem is 
the fact that due to the age of our stock of housing, we! 
must now plow millions of dollars back into our properties) 
in order to ensure that they remain functional and attractive’ 
for the next 25 years. Bill 121, if passed, will make that 
impossible. 

“Our company had earmarked $13 million to be spent. 
on units after the Residential Rent Regulation Act, 1986, 
was passed. While the act was in place, we spent $2.5 
million and had filed conditional applications for another 
$3.7 million with plans to continue with our renovations 
until all of our units had been refurbished. All of these 
plans were postponed until Bill 4 was introduced, but will 
be cancelled if Bill 121 is passed. Please understand that 
this step will be taken with great reluctance, as we take 
great pride in offering clean, presentable units to our 
customers, but Bill 121 gives us no choice. First of all, the 
guideline increase has been reduced from the amount al- 
lowed under the current formula. In 1991, for example, the 
amount available to pay our operating costs and minor 
capital would be reduced by 8%, which translates into a 
reduction of $175,000 of working capital, if the Bill 121 
formula were in place. 

“Secondly, the 3% cap on capital, after incurring a 2% 
penalty, could not allow us to recover our costs, nor will 
we be able to find a lender to provide funds for this work. 
Simply put, we will not be able to afford to do the work we 
wish to perform, notwithstanding Mr Cooke’s utterly ludi- 
crous contention that Bill 121 creates more funds for capital 
expenditures when the exact opposite is the case. | 

“The most frustrating aspect of this entire situation is 
that the NDP has demonstrated a complete lack of under- 
standing of the realities of operating income properties. 
While they smugly assert that our industry always com- 
plains when rent control bills are passed, they fail to ac- 
knowledge that we have every right to complain. The fact 
that we have not supported rent controls in the past does not 
take away anything from the fact that Bill 121 represents a 
disaster to our company’s plan to continue to operate well- 
maintained, attractive buildings for our customers.” 

That is the gist of where we are going with Bill 121. 
What is going to happen to the quality of life of the people 
of Ontario as a result of Bill 121? I look forward to the 
public hearings taking place. I look forward to debating all 
of these issues at the committee and hearing the concerns 
of the people of Ontario, the problems Bill 121 and Bill 4 
have caused and that Bill 121 will cause. I look forward to 
that and reporting that information back to this House. | 
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_ Hon Mr Cooke: First of all I want to say that while I 
sotally disagree with the approach taken by the Housing 
critic for the Conservative Party, I certainly will recognize 
he has done a lot of work on the preparation of his comments 
today, and a lot of research. I am not really sure, based on 
the kinds of comments the critic and some of his col- 
leagues have made on this legislation and other legislation, 
2xactly where the Conservative Party is going in 1991. 

_ Whether it is employment equity, the principle of pay 
equity or things like support and custody legislation to 
protect families, or some of the comments they have made 
pn social assistance benefits for families in this province, I 
Jo not know what happened to the old days when there 
was the Davis approach, where they were Progressive 
Conservatives, where there was an approach and an appeal 
to urban Ontario. I think it is very clear that the Conserva- 
tive Party has made a strategic decision in this province to 
write off urban Ontario and isolate itself to try to polarize 
the province. Based on the speech the critic made today, I 
tell members they are really going in the wrong direction 
for the people of this province. 

On the language that is used, can members imagine 
coming in here and talking about housing and saying that 
Thatcher is a model, and that is supposed to be modern 
1990? I think there are only a few words to describe the 
direction of the Conservative Party: “extreme” and 
“fringe.” That is exactly where the Conservative Party is 
clearly going. Members are going to hear that more and 
more often because it is clear it is their approach. It is a 
fringe party in Ontario. Its policies show it. 


Mr Tilson: I would like to thank the Minister of 
Housing for his kind comments. I think housing is no dif- 
ferent from a number of other policies this government is 
embarking upon. Whether it is the deficit, I think the govern- 
ment has seen—and if it has not seen, it will be seeing very 
shortly—that the people of Ontario do not like the high 
spending it is getting into. They believe it cannot literally 
take over housing, long-term care, day care and insurance. 
It simply cannot do everything. The taxpayers will not 
stand for it and they will turf them out at the next election. 


__ Ms Gigantes: I have not been able personally to sit 
through the comments of both critics opposite, though for- 
tunately I have had the chance to take a look at the Instant 
Hansard of the remarks by the member for Eglinton on 
behalf of the Liberal Party. I did get a chance to hear the 
comments by the member for Dufferin-Peel. As I review 
the comments of both these members of the opposition, 
what strikes me, certainly on the part of the member for 
Dufferin-Peel, is a total lack of understanding of how we 
got to the point where Bill 121 is being put forward very 
proudly by this government. 

It was in fact the Conservative Party of Ontario, under 
the leadership of William Davis—I must say with the firm 
fpposition leadership of Stephen Lewis and inspired by 
my predecessor representing the riding of Ottawa Centre, 
Michael Cassidy—which brought in the first rent review 
legislation i in this province. It was brought forward during 
a period of minority government precisely because it had 
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become clear by 1975 that the private rental market, unless 
we had some kind of regulation through public office, was 
not going to permit people to have affordable rental accom- 
modation in this province. 

It was the Conservatives who introduced the legislation 
to meet that problem; again, as I say, guided and inspired 
by our party. It was the Conservatives who recognized that 
the problem had to be dealt with, that we were facing in 
the mid-1970s a situation where people were undergoing 
economic eviction, where there were devastating effects 
happening in the middle of our large urban centres. People 
who had been able to find affordable rental housing in our 
large cities were no longer able to live in the centre of 
these cities with the trend of the increase in rents going on 
in that period. 

The legislation that was brought in during that time 
was not bad legislation. It could have been better, but I will 
give this to the Conservative Party: The legislation we had 
in those days was better than the legislation we got under 
the Liberal government, which was supposed to be a re- 
form government, in 1985. It actually worked better. But 
the problems continued. I speak from a very personal 
sense of what those problems are and have been over the 
last decade and a half. 

In the riding I have the honour of representing right 
now, Ottawa Centre, 69% of the households are rental 
households. For the overwhelming majority of households 
in Ottawa Centre, what happens with rents is of critical 
importance to how people can live their lives—whether 
families can afford to stay in the centre of the city where 
we have built up schools, we have built up parks, we have 
sanitary sewers, we have water supply and we have roads, 
or whether they are going to be driven by high rents out 
into the outer fringes of suburbia where—guess what?— 
they will need schools, they will need parks, they will need 
sewer systems, they will need a water supply, they will 
need transportation to the city core for their work. We 
cannot allow the private market to make those decisions for 
us without asking ourselves what the public responsibility 
is for the shape of the cities that we see in the future of this 
province. 

I put it to the member for Dufferin-Peel that had we not 
had rent contro! and rent review in the past—not as good as 
what we are proposing now—had we not had the systems 
we had in the past, we would have seen even more drastic 
effects in our major urban centres. 

I also want to point out to that member that when we 
talk about rent control, we can see a direct link to other 
matters such as the environment. If we have people living 
where they work, we do not have people having to use cars 
to get to their place of employment. If we drive families 
way out to the urban fringe, the suburban fringe, and to 
small towns around major centres—that is what the effect 
of unregulated rent is—we are, without any shadow of a 
doubt, injuring our environment. 

1900 

If we take planning and the environment seriously, if 
we say we want the cities we have to grow and develop in 
ways that make sense for people and for the environment, 
we simply have to accept the fact, which the member for 
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Dufferin-Peel quite clearly does not, that there has to be 
good regulation of rents. There is no way around it. It is an 
elemental part of our responsibility at the provincial level. 

The city I come from is the fourth-largest municipality 
in Canada. The Ottawa-Carleton region, depending on 
where you cut off the fringe, can be judged to be anywhere 
up to 600,000 people. In that whole area what happens 
with rent review and the quality of the system we have for 
regulating rents makes an enormous difference to the quality 
of life of people. It will inevitably also make an enormous 
difference to the quality of our urban life, to the quality of our 
environment in the larger sense, over the years to come. 

I am very proud of this legislation. I am speaking to it 
in principle on second reading. I know the minister and his 
staff, both within the bureaucracy and his personal staff, have 
worked exceedingly hard talking to landlords and tenants, 
consulting with municipalities, talking to financiers. This 
legislation is not perfect from the point of view of the 
majority of the households I represent in Ottawa Centre, 
because for my taste and for their taste and for their style 
of life and quality of life, I would actually like to see a lower 
cap. But while I would like to see this and that, I know this 
is not a bad settlement on behalf of tenants. 


Tenants to whom I have talked in and around the area I 
come from are feeling pretty satisfied. They can tell now 
what the basis for the rent is going to be. They know there 
are not going to be huge increases such as they have seen 
in the past, particularly in the last five years under the 
Liberal regime. I think they feel on the whole that the 
proposal this legislation represents is a fair one. 

I believe that to be true, and that is why I am very 
proud to rise in support of this bill. I know the tenants 
from Ottawa-Carleton will participate vigorously, vocally 
and with great goodwill in the discussions that go on in 
committee. 


Mr Tilson: The member says there are a large number 
of tenants in her riding, and I understand that there are a 
number of ridings on all sides, of all parties, that have a 
large number of tenants. I think the member is forgetting 
why we are raising these issues, why I spent so much time 
dealing with the problems in New York, in Sweden, in 
England and in all the various American cities, the prob- 
lems of the deteriorating quality of life. The quality of life 
has deteriorated in those jurisdictions to such a great extent 
that they are now slums and no rent review legislation will 
stop the creation of those slums. 

The member seems to ignore that factor. She and other 
members of her party have refused to deal with the whole 
subject of the fact that there are many, many tenants in this 
province who cannot afford any increases, and at the same 
time their legislation is benefiting the rich. There is a 
whole slew of tenants in this province who are well-off 
and are making a lot of money and simply do not need 
their rents to be frozen. But what the government is doing 
is freezing their rents and the rich are getting richer and the 
poor are getting poorer. 


Ms Gigantes: I will be very brief. The member for 
Dufferin-Peel talks as if we have had no experience in this 
province. Let me point out to him that we have had 16 years 
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of experience in this province and that one of the reasons) 
we have affordable housing in our downtowns cross this 
province is that we have had 16 years’ experience with rent 
review. I will say to him again that without that, we would! 
have a kind of economic apartheid in our cities which has| 
disastrous planning consequences, both social and eco- 
nomic. We would drive every person who needs an afford- 
able rental housing unit out of the centres of the cities. If 
he is willing to contemplate that, fine. | 

I would also point out to him—it was drawn to my 
attention by the Minister of Housing—that Detroit is a city 
with no rent controls. Is he going to tell us Detroit has no} 
slums? All the problems of low vacancy rates exist in Brit- 
ish Columbia, where there has not been rent review for 
years. 

Somehow members such as the member for Dufferin- 
Peel and the people he speaks for tend to confuse the 
difficulties which have existed in the housing market—the 
price of land, inflation, interest rates, all these things— 
with the regulation system we have had to use and I know 
we will have to continue to use on behalf of those people 
who need affordable rental housing in this province. I am 
quite proud of and pleased with the bill the minister has 
brought forward here. 


Mr Curling: This is almost déja vu in some respects 
for me. I first want to compliment the minister. As I said to 
him when he was appointed, the dear Premier likes him 
tremendously for his ability or it is the kiss of death in the 
sense of taking on the Housing portfolio. It is a very diffi- 
cult portfolio. I think, too, he said to me that he looked 
forward to dealing with a portfolio with a lot of challenges. 

As I see him standing defending the portfolio, as I have 
said, in my days of walking into this House and having 
this vast portfolio to defend come back to me. I can recall 
the member—he was also a member at the time—and his 
colleagues throwing all the darts and my realizing the chal- 
lenges I had ahead. 

We came out, as members can recall, with this great 
Bill 51. What we found, first, as the government of the 
day, was this confrontational and adversarial attitude of 
bickering and fighting between landlords and tenants. To 
find a compromise bill that would satisfy landlords and 
tenants, I am sure, feels like someone walking on water, 
doing the impossible, because each has its own interests so 
entrenched for its needs, and rightfully so. Many tenants 
were being subjected to rather abusive treatment by some 
landlords—gouging and living in some very awful situa- 
tions. When we discussed this more, we found out, too, 
that the landlords themselves had been subject to some 
rather abusive situations by some awful tenants. So to 
come to that balance was rather difficult. 

We felt, of course, that the only way to do this was not 
to stand in this Legislature as those who had all the an- 
swers, but to get together with landlords and tenants to 
draft that bill and make recommendations to the government. 

We were not the first ones talking about consultation. 
Neither were we the first ones to feel that bringing parties 
together—I hope the government side realized that too— 
or landlords and tenants together in what we call consulta- 
tion is not sufficient; as members know, the recommendation 
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that comes forward should be listened to and administered 
in the proper way. 

_ When we brought Bill 51 through—I say this because 
it has a lot of bearing on Bill 121—sometimes the parties 
here cringe at the fact that all tenants agreed on that con- 
sultation and the recommendation, and all landlords 
agreed: the seven landlords and seven tenants. Some 
would say, of course, with the exception of one. 

I recall that when we consulted with the Conservative 
Party its members were pretty nervous about it. They were 
forced to introduce rent control at the time. They did it for 
political reasons. They felt that the polls were not showing 
favourably for them and maybe they could get some ten- 
ants on side if they brought in rent control. What a hatchet 
job they did there. 


Mrs Y. O’Neill: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I do 
not think there is a quorum present. 


The Deputy Speaker ordered the bells rung. 
1913 


Mr Curling: I know all the members hurried in here 
to hear the remarks and the bit of history of what the 
Conservative government of the day had done in regard to 
rent control. As I was saying, when they saw it was politi- 
cally opportune for them to bring in rent control, hoping 
that it would carry them over the hill to win another elec- 
tion, they decided to bring in rent control. They really did a 
botched-up hatchet job on rent control. So what we faced 
in 1985 was this awful legislation to bring the post-1975 
buildings into what we call rent review. 


Mrs Y. O’Neill: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I 
find it very offensive that members returned just for the 
count and have now gone to other responsibilities or enter- 
tainment. We are now one minute later without a quorum 
again. There is something wrong with this kind of discipline. 


Interjections. 
The Deputy Speaker: Order. There is a quorum. 


Mr Curling: The importance of tenants and the im- 
portance of landlords ultimately is in the minds of Liberals 
too. When we were bringing in Bill 51 we always had a 
quorum in the House. It is the government’s responsibility 
to have a quorum in the House, and it is not here. 

However, I know they are quite literate people. I hope 

they will not only read my remarks, but also listen to the 
content and, I hope, the amendments to Bill 121, which 
needs quite a few amendments to it to make it more palat- 
‘able to all those whom it will serve. 
_ As I was saying before we were interrupted by the fact 
that there was no quorum in the House at the time, we used 
Bill 51 to bring everyone on side to understand what rent 
control or rent review was about and we renamed it, of 
course. “Rent review” took away the adversarial aspect of 
‘it. 

I recall that the NDP, the government today, loved Bill 
51 so well that it wrestled with it to find out how it could 
vote against it. I recall there was one gentleman, Dan Mcl- 
ntyre from Ottawa, who was on the committee. He was the 
only person who did not sign to make Bill 51 unanimous. 
‘He did a remarkable thing with those recommendations 


that were brought forward. I would like the members, es- 
pecially the members from Ottawa, to remember this. He 
said: “I did not sign the recommendation. I will not explain 
that to you in detail, but I will sign your copy, Mr Minis- 
ter.” Whenever there are members who would like an in- 
spection of that bill and the recommendation, they may see 
it in my office, where all tenants signed that unanimously. 
Of course, one was pressured after a time not to sign the 
original, but signed mine. 

The reason I said that is that it is very important that 
we take the politics and the adversarial aspect out of this 
game. When the minister himself was appointed and told 
me he had this challenge ahead of him and that he looked 
forward to amending Bill 51 to make it better, we on this 
side of the House, the Liberal side, felt it was okay. We 
never thought Bill 51 was perfect. 

Then he had the open consultation process. He said 
nice words, inviting all the people to come forward for his 
consultation paper and have input. Of course my col- 
leagues in the House have mentioned before and I have 
been mentioning it again—because I think one of the most 
appalling acts that has been done, one of the worst blows 
to democracy, one of the worst blows to the words “con- 
sultation” and “open government” which they have come 
to voice and mouth so well but have no action about; they 
usually talk the talk but they cannot walk the walk—is that 
when the practical aspect of it came, they fell down. 

What did they do? My colleague the member for Ori- 
ole attended one of those open consultation meetings. 
They shut her out. She could not attend. I thought maybe 
my colleague, in her eagerness, had gone to the wrong 
meeting. Even now, if you ask members of the government 
of today what I am talking about, they say, “I don’t know 
what you are talking about.” I myself was appalled and 
could not believe that even my friend the member for Ori- 
ole was locked out. Maybe, as I said, she went to the 
wrong meeting. 

I called to go to the meeting, went to the meeting. They 
opened the door for me nicely. I went in and sat down and 
wanted to participate but was told that I could not partici- 
pate in this democratic open discussion of consultation. 
Imagine that. This present government, which spoke about 
openness and hearing from the people, refused to let those 
who were elected by the people even speak. That is de- 
mocracy for them. Maybe that is socialism for them. I do 
not know, but it was a new twist. 
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The consultation paper process started off very badly. 
Here we are now, we have Bill 121 and while we were in 
caucus we debated and discussed it and we think we made 
a good attempt to make this amendment to it. But there are 
so many flaws in that bill. Our able critic the member for 
Eglinton, who is one of the most dedicated individuals, 
one of the most knowledgeable persons in this House 
about housing, went through that in detail in caucus and 
pointed out the flaws, and we saw them readily. 

We hope that muzzling those people will not take place 
in the consultation process when people come forward and 
amendment time comes about. We also hope the time will 
come, when we ask for and make recommendations, that 
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this government will listen and realize we want to take the 
partisan game out of it so we can have a good rent review. 

Even the name, which reverted to “rent control,” 
started this adversarial fighting aspect of, “We’re going to 
put controls on this’—not a review, balancing both sides 
of it, taking into consideration the landlord and the tenant, 
because both interests must be protected. That is what gov- 
emmment is about: protecting all people, not just coming in 
to defend one area or one interest group. In so doing, Bill 
121 does not in any way protect tenants or landlords. It 
hurts both landlords and tenants. It does not provide funds 
that are needed to complete the necessary repairs on the 
province’s aging rental housing. 

When I was the Minister of Housing I toured many 
buildings, a number of buildings, and have seen the under- 
ground garages that will take thousands, even millions, of 
dollars to bring them back to proper standards. We will be 
losing some of that housing stock. This government did 
not do that. The opposition in those days spoke very highly 
about that. They said, “We must address those issues.” 

My disappointment in this party is that over the years it 
has considered itself an advocate for the underdog or the 
ordinary people and said it understood those issues. It is an 
advocate more than anyone else. Listening to this govern- 
ing party when it was in opposition I thought it understood 
these issues. I am extremely disappointed and the people 
are disappointed that it has no depth and no knowledge of 
the housing situation in this province. It does not listen so 
it can have a better bill coming forward to serve all people. 

I just want to talk a little about properly maintaining 
buildings. We wrestled with that in 1986 when we were 
the government of the day. We spoke to the municipalities 
about enforcement of those work orders that were given 
out to buildings needing repairs. One of the things we 
found was that while landlords were given work orders to 
repair those buildings, they did not carry them out. There 
was no enforcement. The municipalities tell us they are 
prepared to see that maintenance is carried out, provided 
the province will give sufficient funds not only to relay 
and enforce those repairs to be done, but to raise the stan- 
dard of the building and make sure that people get what 
are paying for. 

I would ask the government members, while they are 
going about debating this bill and looking for consultation, 
that they take into consideration that the enforcement as- 
pect of it is extremely important. It needs people and it 
needs money. I strongly believe we cannot look in the 
pockets of people to say that we have to bring rents down 
to find the needs of individuals. 

I think it is a matter of product. On any product you 
buy in the shop, none of the shopkeepers say: to you: “Let 
me see what salary you make. Let me see if you can afford 
it.” The product itself must be a value that you pay for. 
Some of that product of rental accommodation that we 
have is extraordinarily high and some is way below the 
rent someone should pay. 

I will warn the government of the day. I gather the 
Conservatives have asked that maybe we should give cash 
to people so they will pay their rental accommodation, for 
those who cannot afford it. What will happen then is that 
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eventually the rents will go up and the government of the | 
day will continue giving people money while the rents go | 
up. It will give more money and the rents will go up, but | 
they will be screaming, of course, that we cannot tax the 
people. Where are we going to get the money to do that? 

We have to take into consideration that is not the way 
to do that. That was not a Liberal philosophy. We believe 
in rent review. We believe the product of rental accommo- 
dation must be fair, and if the building is to deliver proper 
elevators and a proper garage, these things must work and 
people must get the value for their money from the landlord, 

I say to this government, as it brings about the final 
drafting of this bill, that we will listen carefully, that we 
should take out the adversarial aspect of it, take out the 
confrontation that goes on, take out the aspect that it is 
only representing tenants in this, so that it is representing 
landlords and tenants. 

I recall that at one of the consultation processes in 
1986, I had put landlords and tenants together in Niagara 
Falls for a weekend to come up with resolutions. A re- 
markable thing happened. As the landlords listened to ten- 
ants, to their woes and the slum conditions some had to 
live under, some landlords literally cried, realizing what 
they had subjected some of the tenants. They said: “This 
must stop. Some of the bad landlords are making it 
worse.” It was an environment for them to discuss in an 
amicable way. 
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When the landlords spoke about the problems they had 
with terrible tenants in their buildings, with people who 
ran away with three months’ rent and did not pay, and they 
had to mortgage their home and put a lot of money out in 
order to just keep their investment going, some of the ten- 
ants understood the conditions under which some land-— 
lords had to operate. They fully agreed that we must come 
up with a system that is fair for landlords and fair for 
tenants. In those days, we called it a delicate balance. | 

We also realize that government must be very active in 
assisting to build affordable housing, because affordability — 
in this province for many people far outstretches the pock- 
ets of people who would like to live comfortably, in the — 
cost of labour and the cost of land. Unless some of the 
develoners get some assistance to build affordable hous- 
ing, it will be far out of the reach of those who would like 
to live in an environment that is clean in providing for 
their families. 

There is a myth that we feel all tenants are temporary 
people on their way to ownership. This is one of the great- 
est myths we must destroy, because there are people who 
rent accommodation and that will be their way of life for 
ever. There is nothing wrong about renting. It is like peo- 
ple leasing cars instead of buying cars. 

People will continue to rent without looking forward to 
buying a home. Of course the dream we hear about is this - 
dream of owning one’s home. Not everyone has the same > 
dream at all. Everyone has his priority. Each person’s pri- 
orities are different. Therefore the protection of tenants is 
extremely important. It is important because that is the — 
way they want to live and government is about that—to_ 
protect all, landlords and tenants. 


There is the aspect of that as we go about bashing 
jandlords and think that there are bad people out there who 
are landlords; there are excellent landlords. 

I remember going to a meeting in Flemingdon Park 

with a lot of tenants. I was rather concerned about going to 
e meeting that afternoon because I knew how upset 
many of the tenants were and the conditions they were 
‘iving in. When I got there, I am sure there were about 250 
veople who were tenants. I was prepared, properly briefed 
oy the ministry about the questions that might came about. 
As I had been around the province hearing many of the 
concerns, I decided I had most of the answers and hope- 
‘ully I could respond to the questions they were putting 
‘orward. 
_ Aremarkable thing happened. The tenants talked about 
heir landlord, what a wonderful individual he was, how he 
ooked after their concerns, how he made sure things were 
working, or he understood some of the social problems 
they were having because he found that if these people 
were living in this building, they were all one family, and 
what they paid for they should get. 

There are many landlords who will sie sure that they 
squeeze every penny out of that tenant, who will make 
sure they make as much profit as they can out of the real 
agony of those tenants, but there are other landlords who 
are good ones. 
| I feel a government must protect both. I have a peculiar 
feeling, a gut feeling here, as the minister and his col- 
\eagues opposite speak on behalf of this bill, that they are 
defending tenants and that it is a tenant issue. If they take 
that attitude, we are back to square one, where we are 
ditting landlords against tenants or tenants against land- 
tords and the matter will be worse. The matter will be a 
fact that they feel tenants have all the rights and landlords 
nave no rights. Both landlords and tenants have rights. 

The minister has made this bill too complex. He criti- 
cized Bill 51 as a complex thing that no one could under- 
stand. I recall—and my colleague the member for Ottawa 
Centre was in the House in those days—when they were 
‘alking about BOCI and RCCI. Those were the formula 
sed to calculate the rental guideline. As a new minister, I 
remember trying to explain in a minute and a half what the 
duilding operating cost index was all about and how we 
applied the residential complex cost index and got this 
guideline. They said it was too complex, no one would 
understand that. Although the recommendation came from 
doth landlords and tenants, they said it was too complex. 

_ J agree it was a rather complex formula, but it was a 
fair formula. Of course as time went on, it gave provisions 
for amendments, and this is why Bill 121 has come about 
today. We knew that after a time it would be amended to fit 
the time. 

We had built in there, at the recommendation of the 
consultation group, an appeal process that, should tenants 
and landlords not like the administrative process, they 
could take it to the Rent Review Hearings Board, compris- 
ing people who have been appointed to look objectively 
and take it out of the rigid administrative process so that 
people feel they have a fair hearing. I have learned, alas, 
that the minister is going to take that away and there will 


24 JUNE 1991 


2267 


be no appeal process any more. What is said by the bu- 
reaucrats, what is laid down by the bureaucrats of the time 
is it—no appeal. I do recall how active the NDP was about 
having an appeal process put in place. Now, lo and behold, 
the power of governing comes to them and they have 
wiped out the appeal process. 

I ask the minister to take a second look, a third look, a 
fourth look at that. It is extremely important. As the purg- 
ing goes on at the rent review board, they have rather 
qualified people there who have lived with Bill 51, who 
have seen some of the flaws but know some of its 
strengths and know that the minister is walking down the 
wrong way. If he feels there are Liberal appointments on 
that board, he should know that the Premier of the day, 
David Peterson, decided not to put the political process 
into it, and we found excellent people from the NDP, ex- 
cellent people from the Tories and of course some people 
from the Liberals to put on that board. 

Now I gather the vendetta is out that, “We shall scrap 
it,” but the minister should keep the process in mind. That 
appeal process served an extremely important role, and by 
taking that away, he is taking away a democratic process 
that had a lot of consultation and a lot of thinking go into 
it. Just to feel that power has come to them, they will wipe 
it away. 

The minister does have excellent people as civil ser- 
vants over at the Ministry of Housing. I worked with them 
for two and a half years and they worked pretty hard as- 
sisting us in writing good policies. Regardless of anyone’s 
intellect, one has to have a vision. The civil servants ask all 
members opposite to have that vision, that leadership 
which is so lacking in the government of today; no vision, 
no thought that they have carried through from the begin- 
ning to the end. Bill 4 was like that, hurriedly put in place 
so that they would seem to be doing something. It was so 
bad that they decided to put this green paper through. They 
decided to hurry through Bill 121 so that they would seem 
to be doing something. But there is hope because of the 
process where we have opposition members on this side 
who are strong advocates for tenants and strong advocates 
for landlords. They serve the purpose of bringing about a 
good rent review. 


1940 

We are not fooled by the fact that the government calls 
it rent control, not at all. They can call it what they may. It 
is a review process, and that is what they are doing. They 
are reviewing Bill 51, and this is Bill 121, and it will be 
reviewed again. So whether they want to call it rent control 
or not does not bother us over on this side, but let us be 
very careful; let us be diligent about the fact, when this bill 
comes through, that it has that balance and is not one of 
those that seems to be vindictive by wiping out the appeal 
process and some of things that have played an important 
role in bringing about a rent review process that today 
covers all buildings. 

Sure, the government said that the small landlords or 
the small complexes were left out of the process. We rec- 
ognize that. We debated that and said something should be 
done. But now we have two guidelines, one for small 
buildings and one for tall buildings—and the government 
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said it is much simpler. I cannot understand that process. I 
tried to look at it very carefully. I asked the expert, the 
honourable member for Eglinton, because she has a full 
knowledge of what they are not doing in the government. 
What they should be doing is having somebody advising 
how we can correct this bill. As I said, I pray that they will 
listen so that we can bring about a sensible bill to protect 
landlords and to protect tenants. 

Earlier on, I spoke about the conditions of the stock. 
You may not know, Mr Speaker, that 60% of the stock in 
this province is over 20 years old. What that means is there 
is a lot of maintenance to be done. Even with this wonder- 
ful building here, the Legislature—I sometimes think it 
could be turned into affordable housing—the government 
is wrestling with over $100-million worth of restructuring 
to be done. We have to find the money from somewhere in 
order to do that, so it will of course be coming from the 
taxpayers to pay for that, because you, Mr Speaker, being 
the landlord here, realize that the tenants may get rather 
restless if it leaks and we are not properly air-conditioned. 

While you are thinking very much about that, you go 
to the Treasurer or the Premier, and he may say to you that 
he does not have the money. The only way you can get the 
money is to tax the people of the province more, so that 
you, the landlord, will be able to bring about the necessary 
repairs so that the tenants here can be happier, because we 
were elected to serve the people well. 

The landlords out there, with their buildings too that 
are in bad shape because of age, have to start thinking that 
they will need, not $100 million like here, but about $7 
billion to $11 billion to get the stock in shape again. Then 
they ask themselves, “Where do we get this money to do 
these repairs?” The minister should be listening very care- 


fully and ask, “Yes, where will that money come from in- 


order to repair these buildings?” Of course, built inside the 
formula is that of the rent. There are moneys there with 
which to administer maintenance and repairs. But is there 
$7 billion or $11 billion in that to bring it up to scratch or 
bring it up to a level? I say no, there is not sufficient 
money and we should really look at that maintenance cost. 

From the research that has been done, it would take 
about 10 years to do this. We are not talking about going to 
the landlords or tenants to find $7 billion to $11 billion. 
That could be spread over time with a formula. I am telling 
the members that if those units are in good repair, tenants 
will be happier. They do not mind at all paying a bit more, 
I am sure, if the accommodations— 


Mr Tilson: On a point of order, Mr pias Ido not 
believe there is a quorum. 


The Speaker: I have a quorum. The member for Scar- 
_ borough North may continue. 


Mr Curling: As I was saying, one of the most impor- 
tant bills that has been discussed in this House is this 
rent-review/rent-control bill. I hope all the members will 
be here to participate and listen to some of the very small 
recommendations I am making, not so much recommenda- 
tions but experience. I think housing is about people, the 
first issue, not buildings and bricks and garages that need 
repair. It is about where people live and enjoy spending 
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most of their time, where people retreat and have the com- 
fort of their day running from hard work or whatever it. 


would be. That is what housing is about. The first thing we 


should do is to make sure the parties that are involved get. 
along. We as legislators have that important role to Play 


regardless of government or the opposition. 
During the regime of the Liberal government we built 


more non-profit housing and co-ops than any other gov- | 
ernment in this province. Of course the present govern- | 


| 


ment expounds on the fact that it believes in co-ops. I am. 
glad it does so, because we built a lot and we would have 
continued building more and we support that. We need the 
non-profit housing to be built. We do not need the prom- 


ises or the type of rhetoric we have been hearing here. 
The private sector builds for a certain market; we know 
that. They are into this game, if you want to call it that, to 


make money. While the government may be uncomfort- 
able with the fact that landlords are in here to make money 
from their investment, it must accept that. The government 


must accept that. It is not a bad word, “for profit.” Of 


course we do not want this gouging to go on at any level. 


As I said, tenants themselves must get value for their 
money, which they pay for. 
1950 

I noticed—and I spoke to the minister about this and 
hope this has changed—when this government came in, 
some of the attitudes of the non-profit groups that feel their 
government is now in power. I have received many com- 
plaints in and around my riding of people in co-ops. Some 
people are being pushed out and feel they are not a part of 
the game. When I spoke to the minister about that, he 
quickly told me he does not support that kind of attitude 
and I commend him for that. 

Non-profit housing is not built for partisans of certain 
parties but for all people in need. It will be a sad day if we 
start building accommodations and channelling people 
who support certain parties into those houses. It would just 
defeat what it is all about. Non-profit housing is something 
for all people, not partisans who join what party. 

While this government may think this is outrageous, I 
raise this not on a partisan level, but because I see signs 
that could cause damage to all of us here. While the minis- 
ter may feel it is a rather silly thing to raise, I tell him it is 
extremely important that people feel there are cliques 
within non-profit housing and that it is a club itself. It is 
not a club. 

We know and have seen that even many of the non- 
profit groups themselves would have their own waiting 
lists. It is not the NDP that causes that. We can see this 
kind of élitism developing. I am saying it will defeat that 
purpose, because non-profit serves an extremely important 
role regardless. Some of the things I may say this govern- 
ment does not like to hear. While the minister may feel that 
is not accurate, I am just relating to him issues that come 
to me in my constituency. I can give him names for all that 
if he wants. I share that experience with him and he can 
use that information to the best of his ability. 

Of course, when I was a minister that could exist too. 
Maybe it did. I am saying that whether it existed in the 
regime of the Liberal government, it exists in the time of 
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the NDP that feels within its time it cannot exist, and it 
could exist in the time of the Conservative government. It 
is bad. It is peculiar because I report as one of the advo- 
cates for concern in certain areas. The minister may feel I 
am sick. I am sick about what may happen and hope this 
will not perpetuate and destroy the efforts we are trying to 
make here in protecting landlords and tenants in private 
investment accommodation and in the non-profit, or we 
could have problems in both areas. 

I say also that it existed, in my regime and my time as 
a minister, that some of the non-profit homes were in 
awful shape and needed improvement. Some of the areas 
where people live in the non-profit are areas where people 
are refusing to go, although they are in desperate need. The 
safety of these people is important. As I said, while we 
look at controlling and improving the rental stock in every 
environment in the private sector, we must take a serious 
look at government-subsidized housing because some of 
those units, I say again—in my time, in the time of minis- 
ters who have come afterward and now—were and are in 
poor shape and need to be improved. 


We in this province are the second-largest landlord in 
North America. We own a lot of property. We, the people, 
the government, and the NDP government of this prov- 
ince, are the second-largest landlord. While the govern- 
ment is responsible for all those units, it should set an 
example there. I look forward to improvement in that area. 


_ In summary, I will say, let us not be adversarial and 
confrontational about this bill. Let this bill reflect a bal- 
ance of representation of landlords and tenants. Let us 
show some leadership, that we can do so without jeopard- 
izing the interests of either party. Let us be open, not nar- 
row-minded and undemocratic, so that we allow all those 
to make their presentation when we go public, so that peo- 
ple will come in and give their views. 


Let us hope this government will listen not for 
listening’s sake but to take the suggestions I have given to 
it and utilize them. When Bill 151 came forward, we had 
no qualms at all. We will not be playing the same type of 
games that we played when Bill 151 came about, where 
we get to some of the tenants and say, “Don’t support 
this.” No, we feel that the tenants know best. 


_ Let us puta bill in that will not only reflect Toronto. 
Let us put a bill in that reflects all of Ontario and is sensi- 
tive to all, because some areas I am quite sure will not 
show great interest in Bill 121 as will Toronto, Ottawa, 
London and areas like that. Government is there to protect 
all people. We must make sure we are not seen as having 
only interest groups to protect—just those interest groups 
that gravitate to the NDP. They are looking to the govern- 
ment with high expectations. 

We have seen the letdown of people who had expected 
more. We have seen people who expected a government to 
understand what rental accommodation was all about. We 
have seen, as I said, that Bill 4 was a hurried process. I ask 
that Bill 121 not be hurried that way, that it be listened to, 
and that we have a province of rental stock that people are 
proud to live in and tenants will want to invest in. Let’s not 
go about insulting investors and landlords. Let’s not feel 
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that tenants are the only ones to be protected in this pro- 
cess, but all. 

I am concerned, of course, that at the end of the day 
both parties—landlords and tenants—will not be pro- 
tected. I have hope though. I have known many of the 
members over there, although some of the things they 
would not like to hear. They have to listen. The fact is that 
it will come home to them. Many of them are landlords, 
and we hope not slum landlords, heaven forbid, because 
they should understand the problems of tenants. Over here, 
of course, some are landlords. I hope that we can set the 
example. 
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But I say there is hope. Hope lies in the fact that mem- 
bers on this side will give the government good sugges- 
tions. The problem I have is, will they be listened to and 
carried out, or will they just be feeling they are above it all, 
that they know it all. 


Interjection. 


Mr Curling: Of course, we listened to. the Conserva- 
tives about rent review and we did what should be done. 
And we listened too, in the days of the accord—of course 
the NDP applauded the accord, the things we did. The fact 
is we moved a bill through that reflected both landlords 
and tenants. 

I said I am very hopeful that we will see a bill that is 
fair to landlords and tenants, and I look forward to the days 
of open consultation and debate. 


Mr Tilson: I must confess it has been an exciting time 
listening to the member for Eglinton and the member for 
Scarborough North, listening to whether they are for the 
legislation or whether they are against the legislation. I 
have listened with great interest. I suppose a lot of it de- 
pends on where you sit or where you stand, or whatever 
that expression is. 

One of the issues no one has raised at this point is 
employment: the employment losses that have occurred as 
a result of Bill 4 and the anticipated losses that are coming 
as a result of Bill 121. Certainly it is becoming more and 
more clear that no work is under way with respect to capi- 
tal renovations around this province. From all indications 
it is very unlikely, as long as Bill 4 is in place and Bill 121 
is being debated, that any substantial repairs will be made 
in this province. 

This means job losses are continuing in the middle of a 
recession. So people who are out of work as a result of Bill 
4 and who are continuing to get out of work as a result of 
the uncertainty of Bill 121 have long since exhausted their 
unemployment insurance and are now on welfare rolls. 

Companies of course are teetering as a result of the 
uncertainty of Bill 4, and may collapse as a result of Bill 
121. So I challenge the member for Scarborough North, in 
his comments in response, as to how he feels that this 
legislation, if he is indeed supporting this legislation, will 
deal with the unemployment crisis that has been caused by 
Bill 4 and now Bill 121. 


Hon Mr Cooke: I do not know if I will take the whole 
two minutes, but when some Liberals speak, this is what 
brings the Tories and the New Democrats together. At least 
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the Tory party is straight up front. They put their position 
forward and we do too. 

I challenge members of the Legislature and anyone 
who is watching this on TV to get the Hansard for Monday 
24 June in the evening and review the speech of the mem- 
ber for Scarborough North. Because if anyone can com- 
prehend what his position is on this bill after listening to 
that speech, then I congratulate them—because he did not 
say anything. 

But he did say one thing about non-profits that I really 
take offence to. The former Minister of Housing said 
something in this House that about which, if we had 
wanted to, we could have got up on a point of privilege. To 
make some kind of an accusation that he hears that non- 
profits in his riding or some place are manipulating their 
waiting list and who is in non-profits along political 
lines—even though I have never thought much of the con- 
tent of some of the speeches from the member, I thought— 


Interjection. 
Hon Mr Cooke: Hey, wait a minute. 


Mr Curling: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I did 
not say that they were manipulating the waiting lists. I did 
not say that, and I would like the member to withdraw the 
fact that— 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: We are into a difference of opinion 
with respect to what was or was not said. 


Hon Mr Cooke: However he worded it, and again I 
ask people to take a look at Hansard, he talked about wait- 
ing lists and he talked about politics and NDP member- 
ship. I really thought the member had a little bit more to 
him than that kind of thing. I really did not think that he of 
all people would do that. That just goes to show that you 
learn something new every night in this place. The mem- 
ber for Scarborough North has moved slightly down in my 
estimation in this place tonight. 


The Speaker: Are there any other members who wish 
to participate? 

The member for Scarborough North has up to two 
minutes to respond. 


Mr Curling: I do not come in here and talk about 
rumours. As a matter of fact— 


Mr White: Mr Speaker, I rose in my place. 


The Speaker: I am sorry; somehow I missed the 
member for Durham Centre. 


Mr White: I wish to continue from the minister’s 
statement because, as I noticed, he lost a fair bit of time 
with the member opposite rising on a rather postured point 
of order. 

The issue of the flip-flops that we have seen from the 
party opposite was extremely evident with Bill 4. At one 
Stage in the proceedings they vote in favour of Bill 4 and at 
another stage they vote against it so that they will have the 
opportunity of showing landlords how strongly they have 
defended them, and another time show how strongly they 
have defended tenants. I am sure the same thing will occur 
here. 


The minister’s comments I think reflect very accurately | 
the member for Scarborough North’s point, which is sim- | 
ply that throughout the entirety of his speech he was all 
over the place. You could take bits of that to appeal to one 
group, bits to another, and in such a way appeal to all parts | 
of the populace without actually offering the people of 
Ontario anything substantive, certainly without offering | 
the tenants of this province anything substantial in terms of 
security. : 

This bill offers tenants the capacity to live in security 
in their homes, something which has not been present in| 
this province for many years. I think that issue of secu- 
rity—those limits on increases, the issue of fairness for 
both parties—is crucial, an essential issue to our bill, | 
something which we can stand proudly in support of. 


Mrs Y. O’Neill: I just want to comment briefly, if 1 
may. I find some of the remarks by the government mem- 
bers on the comments from the member for Scarborough | 
North confusing, to say the least. | 

The member for Scarborough North suggested there 
should be a balance to this bill, that it should be non-con- 
frontational. Certainly just in the very last remarks that. 
were made—there seems to be always in the presentation 
of legislation, particularly on housing and indeed on many 
other items in this House, a confrontational attitude set up 
in every piece of legislation. 

This party, the party that the member for Scarborough 
North and I represent, wants a balanced piece of legisla- 
tion. I think that was mentioned well throughout his remarks, 


The Speaker: The member for Scarborough North, 
with up to two minutes for his response. 


Mr Curling: I am appalled. We are all honourable 
people in this House. I ask the minister any day to deny the 
fact that I approach him in the House and tell him that I 
come to know of situations where people have come to my 
constituency and complained in this nature—not rumours, 
facts—that people came to me and said that. To stand in 
this House and to say that I am speculating and I am doing 
all that— 

I went across and spoke to the member because I did 
not believe in raising a question in the House, to make it in 
the public air, but to see if we could resolve this. When he 
implies that I went low by speculating and what have you, 
my advice is that when I share this with the member, it is 
to make a better bill, not to confront people with these 
issues and make it sort of personal. 

I see the indication here is that the minister himself will 
not listen— 


Hon Mr Cooke: On a point of privilege, Mr Speaker: 
I will be the first to admit here tonight that the member did 
speak to me about this a couple of months ago. I specific- 
ally said, I believe as a responsible person, that if the 
member had any specifics to bring to me, he should bring 
them to me and they would be investigated by the Minister 
of Housing. 

To date, he has never come back and talked to me anil 
never brought any specifics. I think it is outrageous that he 
can make these kinds of comments about manipulation of 
people in non-profits without bringing substantiated evidence 


| 
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here tonight in order to have them properly investigated. It 


is outrageous and it really is cheap. 


__ Interjections. 


_ The Speaker: If I could have the attention of all 
members, including the Minister of Housing, obviously a 
contentious issue has been raised by the member for Scar- 
borough North. I would ask members on all sides to tem- 
per their language as we attempt to debate the bill that is 
before the House. 
2010 

Mr Curling: I raised that point in order to say that we 
must have this balance. We must be careful because we 
are, as a government itself, the landlords who are responsi- 
ble for non-profit housing. He has challenged me. I will 
give him names of the people. I approached the point so 
that we could clean up all this and make sure it does not 
happen. To imply here that I am just bringing gossip or 
innuendo is so irreponsible for a government minister. It is 
the same way this government has behaved: irresponsibly. 


Mr Turnbull: Let me start out by saying where we do 
agree with the government. We share the concern that ten- 
ants have clean, safe, well-maintained and affordable hous- 
ing. Where we differ is the way in which it is delivered. 

Let’s have a look at what socialism has done since it hit 
the rental housing industry. 

We remember this document, this sham, called An 
Agenda for People. In it we are told there will be rent 
legislation brought in where there would be one increase 
per year based on inflation and there would be no extra 
bonuses for capital expenditures. It would be fair, it would 


be simple and it would avoid the bureaucracy that has 


frustrated both tenant and landlord. I would suggest that 
none of these objectives has been reached. 

When the Premier spoke to the press the other day, he 
talked about the need for partnership. I cannot imagine 
how he believes this kind of legislation is consistent with 
partnership. 

We know what terrible havoc Bill 70 and the budget 
have caused to the whole of the economic community in 
Ontario, and the fact that many companies are leaving the 
province or are not going to increase their investment dur- 
ing the mandate of this government. But the Premier says 
he needs partnership. 

How does he engender partnership? Certainly not by 
bringing in legislation that is very one-sided. 

We have seen that the Minister of Housing stated pub- 
licly that he is allergic to landlords. I have never heard a 
‘more outrageous statement by a minister, and I think he 
should publicly retract that statement. 

The legislation is certainly allergic to rental accommo- 
dation. The legislation ignores those people who are pay- 
ing 40%, 50% and even 60% of their income. The 
Conservative approach is to target those people in most 
need and make sure they have enough money to pay their 
tent. This legislation does nothing of the sort. 

At the Bill 4 hearings, ministry officials gave evidence 
that the average amount of gross income expended on rent 
in this province is 17%. If we have a situation that the 
average is 17% of gross family income and yet we know 
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that many tenants in Metro and other places in the prov- 
ince are paying 50% and 60% of their income, then quite 
clearly in order to have a 17% average there must be peo- 
ple who are paying 9% or 10% of their income or even 
less. I urge the Minister of Housing to take a trip around 
some of the apartment buildings where there are Mercedes 
and other expensive cars parked in the garage. Is this the 
kind of legislation we want, legislation that protects the 
people who are already extremely well off? I suggest what 
we should be doing is applying the money we have in this 
province to help the truly needy. 

I am alarmed that, more and more, this is a government 
that is taking away the meaning of the word “profit.” It is 
being removed as being an evil word. Let me tell mem- 
bers, when the Premier talks about co-operation and the 
need for partnership, inevitably he must accept the need 
for profit, because industry, when it goes into investing 
money, is putting all of its own money in or is borrowing 
money on its own recognizance. They are not in partner- 
ship with the government at that time. It is only when you 
make a profit that you suddenly become a 50% partner of 
the government. It simply is not enough money to be able 
to build all of the affordable housing we need, unless we 
get the private sector involved. In a word, instead of hav- 
ing profit, we have only risk and penalty left. There is no 
incentive to invest. With this kind of legislation, we ensure 
that there will be no new multiple-density residential units. 

Turning to the legislation itself, in reading it through I 
can only comment that it is complicated, confusing legisla- 
tion. Indeed, it is poorly drafted. It is going to be a gold 
mine for accountants and lawyers. They should be throw- 
ing a party for the government, because they are going to 
get rich fighting all the mistakes in this legislation. 

There are no definitions in this legislation for such 
basic terms as “neglect,” “inadequate maintenance” or 
“necessary,” as in eligible capital expenditure. It is unclear 
if in-suite capital expenditures are limited by type or not. 

I would like to read an extract from a report that was 
put together by the prominent law firm of Gardiner, Rob- 
erts, which specializes in this type of legislation. They say: 

“The bill would permit a rent increase based on in-suite 
capital expenditures: which do not seem to be limited by 
type. However, to be eligible to claim an in-suite capital 
expenditure the landlord must have informed the tenant of 
the ‘particulars in writing.’ The bill does not define the 
particulars and, accordingly, a landlord runs the serious 
tisk of the capital expenditure not being allowed if subse- 
quently the particulars were found to be insufficient. A 
tenant must consent in writing pursuant to a prescribed 
form. An advanced determination is possible. If an ad- 
vanced determination is obtained then the tenant’s consent 
to the subsequent application is not necessary. Finally, ne- 
glect does not appear to be a ground of ineligibility.” 

We are going to need to go to court in order to under- 
stand what all of these terms are and get the definitions. 

Let’s talk about the failures in the legislation. It ignores 
the increases for things the landlord has no control over, 
such as insurance, salaries for maintenance workers and 
management costs. It ignores style and standards of obso- 
lescence—out-of-date fixtures, for example. A tenant may 
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want to have a new kitchen or a bathroom designed for 
today’s standards and yet he is stuck with a 20-year-old 
kitchen or bathroom. That would be defined as not being 
necessary. 

2020 

Turning to the situation of rent decreases, this is the 
first time in the history of Ontario rental legislation that a 
landlord’s maximum base rent can be reduced as a result 
of a whole-building review application. An example of this 
would be for energy conservation. It is very expensive to 
retrofit a building to be more energy-efficient. Has the 
Minister of Energy, who I see is in the House at the mo- 
ment, not spoken to the Minister of Housing? The maxi- 
mum that is allowable here is the 3% increase for that 
retrofitting. There is no way that is going to cover the cost 
of retrofitting a building. It can lead to a potential operat- 
ing cost decrease, which would then of course just simply 
mean the landlord’s rent would be reduced. I ask the Min- 
ister of Energy, why on earth would a landlord pay more 
money than he can recover to make the building energy-ef- 
ficient when the net effect is going to be that he not only 
loses money retrofitting it but he is going to be penalized 
by having his rent decreased? 

Energy efficiency is something our party wholeheart- 
edly supports the minister on, but we are not going to be 
able to achieve it unless we can pay for it. I wish I could 
say that some wonderful force was going to come down 
from the heavens and give us this money. It is not going to 
happen. If we are to achieve the energy goals we have in 
this province—we do not completely agree with how she 
is going to achieve them but nevertheless we applaud her 
for the fact that she does want to make Ontario energy-ef- 
ficient—how is she going to pay for it? She is certainly not 
going to pay for it with this legislation. We have over one 
million households in this province living in rental accom- 
modation which is in the private sector. 

The legislation is just poorly written. The impact on 
mortgage renewals or decreases in rent is rather frighten- 
ing. If there is a rental decrease possibility, does the Minis- 
ter of Housing have any idea what this is going to mean 
when you go to a mortgage company and say you want to 
renew your mortgage? I recognize that most of the people 
across the aisle do not have large property holdings or 
have not been involved with the management of these 
things, but nevertheless they have to learn the reality of it. 
If you are going to have mortgages coming up, and they 
come up every single day of the week, you as a landlord 
have to be able to prove you can pay the mortgage. With 
this legislation and with it hanging over your head that you 
can have decreases, you may find it difficult to be able to 
replace the mortgage. . 

In the Bill 4 hearings I made a motion that we ask a 
representative of the Trust Companies Association of Can- 
ada to come forward and give us some expert testimony on 
what the implications of Bill 4 would be on mortgaging. 
The NDP denied us this application. They did not want the 
public scrutiny of an expert witness to come forward and 
tell us what would happen. 

Let’s talk about some of the ambiguity in the legisla- 
tion. Once again, I will quote from Gardiner, Roberts: 


“Most critically, in our opinion the bill contains a seri- 
ous ambiguity that if enacted as drafted could cause every 
landlord to automatically lose two points from guideline | 
where the rent increase sought is found to be justified by a. 
capital expenditure. In this regard subsection 20(3) of the 
bill provides as follows: 

““Tf a capital expenditure is claimed and allowed for 
the whole residential complex or an amount to be carried 
forward is allowed for the whole residential complex, the | 
amount allowed in respect of the guideline for all of the 
rental units in the residential complex shall be reduced by 2%,’ | 

“On the other hand, subsection 21(2) of the bill states, 
‘The rent officer shall not order a maximum rent in an 
amount that increases the previous maximum rent by more 
than the sum of the guideline and 3%.’ 

“This latter subsection does not require guideline to be 
first reduced by 2%. The ambiguity needs to be addressed. 
As well, landlords may be required to prove they spent the 
2% on capital.” | 

_Let’s move on to the penalty for unrenovated build- 
ings. We have at the moment a whole group of apartment 
buildings which have been renovated substantially in the 
last few years and have had the largest rent increases. 
Quite clearly, in fairness to the government, this is why it 
feels it needs legislation. They are concerned about those 
rent increases. 

But the fact is that money was put into capital expendi- 
tures, and all rental controls that have ever existed in this 
province have always contemplated that major capital 
items should be paid for by way of rent increases. 


Ms Gigantes: Marble hallways. 


Mr Turnbull: There is somebody across the floor 
talking about marble floors. During the Bill 4 hearings, we 
had some testimony from— 


Ms Gigantes: Marble floors. 


Mr Turnbull: Maybe the former Minister of Health 
would like to pay attention and I will answer what she is 
saying. 

During the Bill 4 hearings we had officials from the 
Ministry of Housing and we asked them about their defini- 
tion of “luxury.” It was a very fuzzy definition and they 
could not give us a precise definition, but they said that 
two thirds of all of the renovations in this province were of 
an essential nature. Where we had some rental increases of 
50%, remember, two thirds of them were of an essential 
nature. 

If the government wants to bring forward legislation 
where it says that there shall be no marble halls or walls, 
that is a different thing to what it is doing here where it is 
just holus-bolus bringing in legislation which is, quite 
frankly, a bonanza for landlords who have buildings which 
have substantially been renovated and the rents increased. 
For those other buildings where renovations are due it can 
mean ruin. 

Within the legislation, the government has created two 
classes of buildings: those buildings which have up to six 
units and those buildings which are larger. If we are going 
to have guidelines like this, I would say it is probably 
sensible to have some differentiation between large and 
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small buildings because, quite clearly, you do need more 
money to renovate a small building that you do a large 
yuilding because a roof costs a lot more on a per-unit basis 
o replace on a fourplex than on a 100-unit building. 

The government has some sensitivity to the difference 
setween large and small buildings, but there is no sensitiv- 
ty between those buildings which have been substantially 
-enovated and those which have not. In other words, if you 
ave a draughty, inefficient building which still has low 
‘ents because this is tied to a percentage increase, the 
imount of money available to do renovations is going to 
ye much smaller than the amount of money available to do 
‘enovations on a big, substantially renovated building. 

I do not think you have to be a rocket scientist to figure 
yut that there is something wrong there. It is going to be 
very easy for those buildings which have been substan- 
ially renovated to be able to afford, within these guide- 
ines, to make out during the term of office of this 
zovernment. However, it is going to be exceedingly diffi- 
sult, if not impossible, for the majority of buildings which 
ire unrenovated to have substantial renovations. 

As was mentioned earlier by the Housing critic for the 
Liberal Party, you can spend as much as $1 million on 
‘edoing an underground parking garage and it is not a 
uxury feature. It is not something which is optional. If you 
Jo not do it, the building will start crashing down on you. 
Big chunks of cement will delaminate some of the rein- 
‘orcing bars and it will become structurally unsound. You 
2annot pay for it out of these guidelines. It is that simple. 
You cannot pay for it. 
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Maybe this government will say, “Okay, we’ll force 
you, Mr Landlord.” If this government is honest with it- 
self, if that is what it is going to do, it is confiscating 
sroperty from landlords. If that is what its intention is, at 
east be intellectually honest and admit that is its intention, 
‘hat it is going to drive down the value of all buildings and 
»ssentially have expropriation without compensation. 

On the issue of chronically depressed rents, during the 

Bill 4 hearings we heard witnesses, and there was one 
yarticular one which struck me, where there was a land- 
ady who was renting units in northern Ontario for $50 a 
nonth. If this government applies its guidelines plus the 
‘enovation costs to it, I do not know how it thinks it is 
zoing to replace a roof, whether it is under six units or is 
nore. Is it going to do a new roof one shingle at time, one 
init at a time? That is what it is talking about. I think what 
t is creating is the ultimate in non-profit housing, but it is 
1ot the idea that the landlord is to be providing that. 
_ Once again turning to the Gardiner, Roberts report, 
they are saying, “Not unsurprisingly, the bill will create 
‘ent police with the power to enter with respect to alleged 
failures to comply with the act, orders to prescribe stan- 
dards of maintenance and repair and to inspect and remove 
the records as evidence that the landlord has not complied 
with the act, an order or prescribed standard of mainte- 
ance and repair.” 

I am worried when we start creating a police state. We 
ave protected tenants to the extent that we are saying we 
nust give tenants 24 hours’ written notice that the landlord 
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is going to enter. I suggest this government should think 
very seriously that it should at least extend the same kind 
of treatment to those people who have invested, in many 
cases, their life savings in providing housing. 

Gardiner, Roberts goes on to say: “One supposes that 
these provisions of Bill 121 constitute the government’s 
vision of paradise in the people’s state. For the first time, 
Ontario tenants can apply for a reduction in rent (other 
than an abatement) and not just a reduction or backing out 
of a previously justified rent increase. Moreover, while an 
individual tenant, whether disgruntled, bona fide or an of- 
ficious intermeddler, can trigger an application for rent 
reduction, a rent officer can turn that application into a 
whole-building (reduction) review if it is determined all 
tenants would be directly affected by the application. We 
suspect that this provision will be used liberally (no pun 
intended).” 

In concluding, I would like to just once again reiterate 
that the Conservatives’ plan as to how we would effect 
affordable, clean, safe housing in this province is by target- 
ing those people who are in the most need, the people who 
are paying 40% or 50% of their income, who will not be 
helped under Bill 121, and making sure that they are 
helped because they need help. 

All of the problems of our society can be traced back to 
the need of these people, the fact that we need proper 
education and education requires a suitable home environ- 
ment for the children. We need enough food. We have to 
address this pressing problem. The Minister of Housing 
has, on several occasions, said to us that it cannot be af- 
forded. I put it to this government that we cannot afford as 
a society to miss this important opportunity to help those 
people. Do not help the people who are driving Mercedes. 
Quite frankly, they can stand on their own two feet. 

Bill 121 will not deliver the specified objectives and I 
would put it to the government that the minister should 
withdraw this legislation in the same way that most of Bill 
70 was gutted and we see that the government is finally 
beginning to back off on the budget items: because it is 
bad policy and it will be ruinous to giving good, clean, 
affordable housing in this province. 


Mr Carr: I rise just to add a couple of brief com- 
ments. I notice the Minister of Housing is still here and I 
just want to point out that the problem we have in this 
particular province is that I have some tenants in my area 
who are facing a very serious problem with some of the 
increases. This legislation is probably too late for the peo- 
ple of the Diplomat in the Burlington portion of my riding. 
They had increases of about 88%. For some of the people 
there, the seniors and so on who have been affected, what I 
would suggest we do is maybe take a look. 

I notice the minister had a little bit of a debate with one 
of the other members about who was told what. I have sent 
a letter over within the last little while to him. What | 
would like to do is see if there is anything that can be done 
in these particular instances for some of the people who 
have come forward. I say to the minister, who is interested 
in helping out some of the groups in this province, that we 
will be looking for some additional help and support on 
this, because unfortunately what happened with some of 
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the other legislation that he brought in is that some of the 
people got missed. 

When we try to make fairness, what we need to do is 
try to make it fair for all sides. There are some who are left 
out, for whatever reasons, when legislation is put together. 
Unfortunately sometimes it is the ones who are at the end 
of the scale, the ones who can least afford it, so I would 
say to the minister, in all fairness, that we will send over 
some information. I know his group has been looking at it, 
some of the Housing officials, and a lot of the situation has 
been tied up. They are going through case after case with 
this before the rent review board. If there is anything he 
can do to help in this particular situation, we will look for 
his support over the next little while. 


Mr White: I want to pick up on one point that the 
member for York Mills made. His concern about the very 
needy, I am sure, is very genuine. However, it speaks to 
me of a very major issue, which I think our government is 
dealing with. This legislation does not speak to issues of 
homelessness. It speaks to the needs of a broad spectrum 
of our population. In terms of non-profit housing, social 
housing and a number of various areas, we have made 
significant investments in those areas and those are the 
kinds of programmatic addresses to the issues of 
homelessness that are important. 

However, when the member refers to the people pull- 
ing up in their Mercedes, it reminds me very much of a 
couple of letters I have received from a major landlord in 
the Oshawa area. This particular landlord and his agent 
actually are not of the member’s political persuasion. I 
believe this landlord has run against the former member 
for Oshawa on four or five different occasions at different 
levels and is of the same persuasion as the members of the 
official opposition. Regardless, they make the same point: 
They talked about all these very wealthy people in these 
apartment towers. Yet I have canvassed those towers. I 
spoke to a large portion of the tenants this man was talking 
about. These tenants were not rich. There were perhaps a 
few elderly retired people who were reasonably well off, 
but very few of those. If they were there, they simply did 
not answer the door. It strikes me as strange; we are talk- 
ing about a situation as if these residual grants exist for 
some sort of strange group. We are talking about legisla- 
tion for all of Ontario, where up to 50% of our population 
lives in apartment towers, in town houses, and are tenants. 
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Mr Turnbull: The member for Durham West must 
not have been listening to what I was saying. I said that the 
Minister of Housing had his experts in during the Bill 4 
hearings and we asked them what the average amount of 
rent was that was being paid in this province. They said the 
average amount of household income spent was 17%. 
Now I know people who are paying 40% and 50% and 
60% of their income. Just basic mathematics tells you that 
if you have reasonably large numbers of people—in fact, 
one third of all the people in the province, by the Housing 
ministry’s own definition—who cannot afford the rent 
they are paying now, in other words, it is 30% or more, the 
whole point is that when you have people who are paying 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


more than 30% of their income and yet you have an aver- | 
age of 17%, then it just stands to reason that a lot of people | 
are paying 10%, 11% and 12%. 

We are saying the government should address the peo- 
ple who are in need. That is the imperative. We cannot 
afford to subsidize everybody. There are many people who 
are paying mortgages on houses they are buying and they 
are paying 40% and 50%. Are you proposing that you now | 
subsidize those people? There is not enough money to do | 
this. We have to help those people who are in most need | 
and we cannot do it under this legislation. The government | 
is making no attempt to help these people and it is really | 
amazing that it is not listening to the core message we are 
giving it, because it is just good sense. We want to help | 
those most in need. 

Mr Bisson: It is with pleasure that I have the opportu- | 
nity to take about 10 minutes and go through a couple of 
parts of Bill 121 in regard to this whole issue. 

Some of the issues that have been raised on the part of 
some of the members from the opposition have been 
somewhat interesting. One of them I would like to touch 
on in a little more depth than others is the whole question 
of how landlords are able to recoup the amount of money 
that they have in order to be able to work on their particu- 
lar buildings. 

What my parents did for a number of years is basically 
rent out buildings. I am fairly familiar with that whole 
system, having been in the business myself at one time. 
The whole idea of why a person collects rent on his rental 
unit is to be able to have the money not only to pay his 
mortgage but also to be able to do the maintenance on the 
building. That has been the whole idea of why we charge 
rents of our tenants. It is to pay for the mortgage on the 
building, as well as to keep the building up to snuff when 
it comes to the maintenance of it, and being able to turn 
somewhat of a profit so that we can afford to put some of 
that money aside to be able to do the work. 

The problem I have with what some of the people are 
insinuating when they talk about the inability on the part of 
landlords to get money out of the rental units in order to do 
the work on maintenance is that I seem to have the impres- 
sion that what they are saying is that you have to be able to 
recoup that money over a one- or two-year period within 
the rents. We know that is what has happened under the 
past rent review legislation. 

What happened in a lot of cases is that a landlord 
would sometimes decide he needed work done that was 
legitimate to the building and decide that what he needed 
to do was come before the old legislation. He would say, “1 
have to do some work on my building. I have to fix the 
roof on the building. I have some windows I have got to 
change. I’ve got some creaky floors. I’ve got some hydro 
that needs to be changed,” or whatever the question might 
be. He would come before the old legislation and he would 
ask to have increases above what the guidelines were, and 
in a lot of cases those were given. I think a lot of tenants 
who look out there and some of the landlords, if they look 
honestly, see that the rental increases they got were in 
some cases 20%, 30% and 40% for work that was done on 
their buildings. 


_ Now the idea is that if you have a rental unit out there, 
s a good business person you take a portion of the money 
ou collect in rent and you put that aside over a period of 
ime in order to be able to do the work to your building. If 
nybody would come to me and say that the whole idea is 
hat you can recoup the cost of maintaining your building 
iver a two-year period, I would beg to wonder exactly 
vhat kind of mathematics or good business sense that is, 
vecause I think tenants pay a fair market rent. If I am in the 
ommunity of Timmins or the community of Toronto or 
vherever I might be, and I am paying $700 or $800 to rent 
two-bedroom apartment, I would expect that my landlord 
vould take portions of my rent away to put that aside to be 
ble to do the regular maintenance that has to be done to 
he building so that he is not faced, over the long term, 
vith having to rebuild the whole thing all over again. 


Ms Gigantes: And those are Timmins prices. 


Mr Bisson: Those are Timmins prices, I might add. In 
Aetro Toronto, as we know, the rents are higher. 

But the idea is that this legislation says that nobody 
vill have a rental increase above the guidelines unless 
here are situations that can be warranted in regard to the 
aaintenance of the building. Then we put a cap on that and 
ay that in no term can you go over that 3%. I think that is 
mly fair, because I think landlords in the end—and most 
if them are very responsible business people—I think 90% 
‘f them understand that if you want to be able to do work 
m your building, it is something you plan for; it is not 
omething you decide you are going to pay over a period 
f one, two or three years. It is something you plan for and 
‘ou pay over a period of time. 

The return on your investment on rental property is not 
ust the money you get in the rent, it is the return you get 
nd the equity you build in your building over a period of 
ime. 

If I go out and buy a four-unit apartment building and I 
yay $250,000 or $300,000 for it, I understand that I am not 
soing to make all of that money back within one or two 
years. I understand that is long-term investment. The 
noney I get from the rents within that particular unit is 
joing to be able to pay down my mortgage over a period 
if time, normally 10, 15 or 20 years, depending on how 

nuch money we come in with when we buy the building. 
Chat is where I make my money back. We are basically 
nvesting, putting that money out for the future so that you 
van build equity within your building. That is what the 
vhole rental business is about. 
_ But to say we have to allow landlords to recoup the 
sost of major renovations over a short period of time is not 
bnly unfair to the tenants but also it is very unfair in regard 
0 good business practices within this province. 
| The other thing I think tenants want—and I think it is 
he same thing as people who own their own homes 
vant—is to be able to budget over a long term what it is 
soing to cost them to live in a particular place over a 
deriod of time. If I move with my family into a unit and I 
im paying $600 or $800 a month for rent, whatever it 
night be, I expect that rent is not going to go through the 
oof. My wages are tied normally to the cost of living 
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through my collective agreement or through my em- 
ployer—whatever the situation might be and how I get my 
wages—and I get 4%, 5% or 6%, depending, every year in 
increase in salary and I hope that my rent does not increase 
above that too much. 

If I want to be able to get into a unit that is bigger, that 
is nicer, that has more and better things to offer my family 
and me, then I make that decision to go to a more expen- 
sive unit. But if I decide to stay in that one, one of the 
things I want to be assured of to a certain extent is that my 
rent is not going to go through the roof, that if I am paying 
$800 this month, I hope that by next year I am not paying 
$1,000 or $1,200, that a reasonable rent increase might be 
up to $850 or $860, somewhere in that area. 

That is basically what this legislation says. It says no 
tenant will have a rent increase more than the cost of liv- 
ing. The idea behind that is that most of our wages as 
people who work in this province—whether we are man- 
agers of business, civil servants of the government or we 
work within the private sector on the shop floor—normally 
our wages are tied to the cost of living. It is only fair that if 
my wages increase somewhere around the cost of living 
for next year, I would expect and hope that prices do not 
go up above that particular point because then you come to 
the chicken-and-egg syndrome. 

If rents go up too much above the cost of living, it 
forces workers and managers and everybody else to go and 
ask for more money to make up that difference. That is 
purely inflationary. I think this bill accomplishes a couple 
of things on that particular point. 

If you look back at the moratorium, the government 
decided at the time that the moratorium was necessary to 
give time to bring this legislation forward so we did not 
have landlords out there who would go out and try to raise 
the rents above what the guidelines would have allowed 
them with the old legislation. 

Through that whole process of consultation, we were 
able to sit down with landlords, we were able to sit down 
with tenants and different people and members of the op- 
position who brought forward suggestions, as well as 
members of our own caucus, who brought forth sugges- 
tions of how good rent review legislation can be put for- 
ward for the people of this province, recognizing that there 
are two sides to the story. 

For anybody to come before this Legislature to say 
there is only one side, I think would be wrong. We need to 
recognize the basic fact of what rent regulation is supposed 
to be about: it is to protect the tenants, to make sure that in 
the end the tenants are paying a fair market rent, that they 
are not being put in the situation where they are going to 
have to pay more money for rent than what they expect to, 
above the cost of living. 

The other side of the story is that we also need to 
recognize that landlords have a stake in this. I think this 
legislation speaks to that. We allow landlords, in cases 
where their taxes go up, the water bill goes up or other 
items go up that are not in their control, to pass on some of 
that to their tenants. We recognize that. 

Some landlords may argue they would want to have 
more, but we have to keep things within a balance. We 
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have to be able to say to the tenants who are sitting out 
there renting a unit that they are not going to have rents go 
up, as in the previous legislation, in some cases by 20%, 
30% and 40%. 

That is not to say that all landlords out there were 
doing bad business when it came to rent, but it did happen, 
and it forced this particular legislation in place by making 
sure that we protect those people out in the rental market, 
to make sure that their rents stay within an adequate level. 
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With that, I would like to conclude my remarks. I 
promised in the beginning, and I like to keep my word, 
that I do not want to speak on for another 30 minutes, 
taking the time of other members. I want to recognize just 
a couple of points. Rent review legislation is about protect- 
ing the tenants, making sure the tenants do not have to pay 
rent too much above the cost of living, so that they are able 
to plan their budgets into the future. The other point is that 
if a landlord expects to be able to recoup the total cost of 
being able to do work on his building over a two- or three- 
year period of time, that is bad business on his part. If I go 
into business and I buy a rental unit, I expect that is a 
long-term investment. The equity that I build with my 
building over a period of time is where my money is made. 

With that, I will let the members go back and will 
respond to any concerns they may have. 


Mrs Caplan: I rise today to participate in this debate 
on Bill 121. I would like to begin by saying that my his- 
tory in this province in the whole question of rent review 
began some time ago, in 1985, when I was a successful 
candidate in the riding of Oriole. In fact, we were debating 
rental policy, rent control, in 1981 when I was a candidate 
for the provincial Legislature. This is not a new issue. 

In the election last summer, in 1990—I notice that my 
colleague opposite who just finished speaking, the member 
for Cochrane South, remembers that well. He remembers 
that during that election campaign of the summer of 1990, 
as a New Democratic candidate in the riding of Cochrane 
South, he was sending out literature. I read now from the 
Agenda for People, dated 18 August 1990. He and his 
colleagues said: 

“New Democrats would bring in rent control. That 
means one increase a year based on inflation. There would 
be no extra bonuses to landlords for capital or financing 
costs. It’s simple, it’s fair, and it avoids the bureaucracy 
which has frustrated both tenants and small landlords.” 

I found it interesting, as the member was speaking a 
few moments ago, to hear that he was not speaking about 
rent control; he was speaking about rent review, rental 
regulation. He was also talking about the goals and the 
purposes of this piece of legislation. 

In my riding, Oriole, last summer this was a very im- 
portant issue. Some 48% of my constituents live in rental 
accommodation. Because we debated this for quite some 
time during last summer and in previous elections, they 
know this is a complex and difficult issue. What we see 
before us today in Bill 121 represents a significant depar- 
ture from what was promised by the New Democratic 
Party last summer. It is a significant departure from the 


very simplistic approach of last summer. It is not simple. It 
is questioned by both landlords and tenants as to its fair- 
ness. It certainly does not avoid bureaucracy, which has 
frustrated both tenants and small landlords. 


Hon Mr Cooke: Guidelines don’t supersede govern- 
ment policy. 


Mrs Caplan: I can see that the Minister of Housing is 
quite defensive about this. This is an important and 
friendly debate and I would say to the minister that I did 
not support his policy of last summer. I argued very strenu- 
ously during that election campaign. I had quite a debate. 
We had all-candidates meetings where I said that what was 
being proposed by the NDP in that election campaign was 
not only unworkable, it was simplistic. In fact, it was not 
good housing policy and it was not in the interests of 
tenants in this province and certainly not in my constituency, 

I can say that having served in this Legislature in 1985 
when we debated the rent regulation bill, which was then 
known as Bill 51, we realized as we began with tenants 
and landlords discussing this very important, very emo- 
tional, very contentious and very complex and difficult 
policy, because this is a matter of public policy, that there 
were different interests that had to be balanced. How many 
times during the debate and the discussion on Bill 51 did 
we hear about that delicate balance of interests? 


I know that if members were to look back in the 
Hansards of those days they would find me on record, as I 
was a member of that committee in 1986 looking at the 
legislation in depth. What we called for was the kind of 
ongoing review that would lead to the kind of changes in 
that legislation that would ensure that tenants were pro- 
tected, that landlords had a fair rate of return, that build- 
ings were well maintained, that tenants had stability and 
choice of accommodation, and that our aging stock of 
rental accommodation in this province was not only pre- 
served and maintained but would afford tenants a decent 
place to live and a quality of life. We really wanted a 
system that was not too bureaucratic, but unfortunately any 
regulation framework brings with it bureaucracies just by 
its very nature of regulation. 


But the one thing that I have heard consistently from 
tenants in my riding, from people generally interested in 
the policy issue around rent review, is that the people in 
this province and tenants want to know that they are get- 
ting value for their money and are being treated fairly. 
Tenants whose apartments are well maintained and who 
feel they are paying fairly for their accommodation are 
generally content with a rent review system that achieves 
those goals. 

I was very proud acne to be sitting in this House and 
hearing the remarks from the member for Eglinton, the 
very able Housing critic for our caucus, as she talked about 
the goals that she has, we have, and I think all members of 
this House have, when it comes to dealing with this impor- 
tant public policy issue. She talked about the need for 
stability for tenants. She talked about the need to be able to 
preserve our aging rental housing stock. That really also 
speaks to the whole issue of improved maintenance and 
appropriate maintenance for those people who want value 
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‘or their money in the rental market in this province. She 
spoke about the fact that in order to ensure we have a 
i1ealthy investment climate in this province, investors need 
o feel that they are going to have a fair and reasonable rate 
of return. They need a process which is as unbureaucratic 
ind as simplified as a regulatory regime can be. 

2100 

I would add to that, as I said before, that this legislation 
speaks to the interests of tenants who are today living in 
Ontario and living in rental accommodation, to landlords 
who own apartment buildings today and have an invest- 
nent in this province, but it also speaks to the interests of 
yur children and our grandchildren and those who will be 
noving to this province who will want the opportunity to 
ent an apartment, to live in rental accommodation that is not 
iecessarily government-run and government-subsidized. 

We are also speaking to the landlords, to the potential 
nvestors who will want to look at Ontario as a place to 
yring their capital for investment. 

The question is, in principle, on second reading, can 
ve support this bill? 

My constituents in the riding of Oriole often ask about 
he legislative process. If I can, for the record, I would like 
0 very clearly outline that process for my constituents and 
‘or any of those who happen to be watching this debate. I 
cnow there are many across the province who not only 
‘ind question period a time of high theatre, but find the 
Jebates in this Legislature quite entertaining. 

We all know that the process of first reading of a piece 
of legislation is automatic tabling. We know that this is 
when the government presents its proposal and its policy. 

Second reading, which we are having today on Bill 
121, affords us the opportunity to speak to the principles of 
hat legislation. That is what we are doing this evening. We 
are also questioning some of the provisions in that legisla- 
‘ion, voicing the concerns that we have and the concerns 
‘hat we hope we will be able to hear from those people 
who have an interest in this legislation. 

We hope, and we have heard from the Minister of 
Housing, that this legislation will be able to go out to 
committee for a full and extensive open public consulta- 
sion so that people can come forward and have their say. I 
would point out to.the minister how disappointed many of 
4s were in the process around Bill 4, where many of those 
who wanted to be heard at public meetings were denied 
that opportunity. We hope the public hearing process fol- 
lowing second reading on this piece of legislation will be 
an improvement over the process on Bill 4. 

_ We know that during that committee hearing process 
there is an opportunity for amendments to be tabled by the 
overnment, for amendments to be proposed by the oppo- 
sition members of that committee, and for suggestions for 
provement to the legislation by those who come before 
he committee. 
_ We also know that following second reading, following 
committee debate, the bill will come back to this House for 
aa, by the committee of the whole House. Here 
nce again, if the government is so inclined, it can permit 
additional amendments to make this legislation achieve its 
goals and meet its principles. Hopefully, since we know 
| 


| 


that nothing is ever perfect and nothing is ever really 
carved in stone—I often say that the only thing that is 
carved in stone here in this Legislature is the names of the 
members on the wall downstairs; everything else is subject 
to change and everything else is subject to the kind of 
amendment and open discussion that I would hope we 
would see during the process of this bill. 

Following committee of the whole, a bill is proposed 
for third reading. Usually the debate on third reading is not 
as comprehensive as the debate on second reading. We 
also know that following third reading debate there is both 
royal assent and proclamation before the bill becomes law. 

That is a lengthy process. It is one that allows the ideas 
that are put forward by the government to be fully exam- 
ined. It is one that allows the government, if it will, to 
accept changes to its legislation that will be in the public 
interest. 

I would point out to the Minister of Housing that in my 
opinion this is a modification of what now exists in a rent 
review process, and I will go through in a moment why I 
have come to that conclusion. But when we look at hous- 
ing policy and closely examine rent regulation and the 
policies of rent review, we will all have the opportunity to 
participate in a very important public debate on the public 
policy issues that achieve that balance between the inter- 
ests of tenants who need protection from unconscionable 
and unreasonable rent increases and the balance that will 
ensure that those who invest in this province are entitled to 
a fair and reasonable rate of return on their investment; 
that tenants today and tenants in the future will have a 
well-maintained place to live, as I have often said in this 
House, a decent place to raise their families, to have the 
kind of quality of life we all aspire to here in Ontario; that 
they will also have choice of accommodation, and that 
tenants in the future will have opportunities and choices. 
That is something I think tenants today in Ontario feel 
strongly about. They do not want to be forced to live in 
one place because they cannot move because there is no 
other place they can find to move to in their community if 
they are unhappy where they are. | 

I point out all of this because, having served on the Bill 
51 committee, on the legislative committee that spoke 
about the delicate balance of interests and in the develop- 
ment of housing policy and rent review legislation, I know 
the reason nothing is ever carved in stone in this Legisla- 
ture—except for the members’ names on the wall down- 
stairs—the reason we are debating this in this House today 
is because nothing is ever perfect. 

Every piece of legislation passed in this House is open 
to constant scrutiny. We said at the time that Bill 51 was 
working its way through the cumbersome legislative pro- 
cess that it was not perfect. We called for an evaluation of 
that legislation to see if it was achieving its goals. 

One of the things I found most interesting, over the 
past eight months since this new government took office, 
is not just the retreat from the election promises, which I 
believe has created a level of cynicism in this province that 
is unprecedented—and I have spoken about that several 
times in this House— 


Interjections. 
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Mrs Caplan: I find again that the minister and mem- 
bers of his caucus become quite defensive when I mention 
cynicism. I say to them that in fact in their very own 
throne speech last fall they acknowledged a level of public 
cynicism. 

When I travel this province and speak to people—and I 
visited many of the communities across this province; I 
was in Ottawa, Peterborough, recently Kingston and Bar- 
rie, Smiths Falls—I hear the same thing everywhere I go. 
What I am hearing right across this province, as I visit 
with the mayor and regional councillors in my capacity as 
critic for Municipal Affairs, is that they are very con- 
cerned. They are concerned because quite frankly they do 
not like any politicians very much. 


They feel what they were told last summer by the now 
government, the then NDP, the now socialist government 
in Ontario, is very different from what they are seeing 
today. Those of us who argued against that policy— 


Interjection. 


Mrs Caplan: We said last summer that yes, there 
were many policies that required amendment in order to 
see that they achieved the objectives and goals we had 
established. But what I am hearing is a new level of cyni- 
cism that I think the government caucus should take very 
seriously. 

I say to the members that the people in the riding of 
Oriole who believed what the NDP candidate had to say 
last summer are not only cynical; they are very disap- 
pointed. Even though I told them last summer that this 
policy on rent review was not good housing policy and 
they would see that if the NDP formed the government it 
would not bring that forward, the people believed it. Many 
people believed what they read in the Agenda for People 
last summer. They believed the NDP would bring in rent 
control; that that would mean one increase a year based on 
inflation; that that meant there would be no extra bonuses 
to landlords for capital or financing costs; that whatever 
was brought in under the rent control policy of an NDP 
socialist government would be simple and fair and that it 
would avoid the bureaucracy that had frustrated them since 
Bill 51 had become law. 
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What we find is that Bill 121 in fact has many of the 
same goals and many of the same principles that we found 
in Bill 51. We find that this legislation includes an infla- 
tion-based annual guideline. It includes a rent registry sys- 
tem to help keep track of illegal rents. It has a system of 
appeal for those landlords who attempt to raise their rents 
above the guideline. The bill also contains maintenance 
standards, as did Bill 51. 


We know that many landlords and many tenants re- 
acted very strongly and very forcefully and very nega- 
tively to this piece of legislation when it was tabled for 
first reading. Some landlords are saying that Bill 121 hurts 
landlords because it does not provide them with the funds 
they need to complete needed repairs in the aging rental 
housing stock. Some tenants are saying Bill 121 is not 
good for tenants because it will not ensure that their buildings 
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are properly maintained and will leave them to face above- 
inflation rent increases over a number of years. | 

I know that of the tenants who voted NDP in the pro- 
vincial election of last summer in the riding of Oriole, 
many are angry because this Bill 121 is not what the NDP 
under their leader, now Premier, and the NDP candidate in 
the riding of Oriole had promised in the election campaign of 
last summer. This is not “one increase based on inflation.” 

We see a bill in which new buildings are exempted 
from this legislation for five years. Some tenants are ask- 
ing why the New Democratic Party is creating one set of 
tules for tenants in existing buildings and then providing 
no protection for tenants in new buildings. 


We have heard the minister say that the five-year ex- 
emption for new buildings is good because it will encour- 
age more rental housing construction. He has also said that 
most tenants should not be concerned with the new-build- 
ing exemption because these will likely be higher-priced 
units targeted to high-income earners. 


If this last statement is correct, and I have no reason to 
believe that the minister is not correct in his assessment, 
the Minister of Housing’s statement that the exemption 
will create more rental units is in fact a meaningless com- 
mitment. Not only will these units not be affordable, but 
we are finding in the province today, because of the con- 
struction of condominium units, many vacancies at the 
upper-end range of market cost in rental units. We all 
know of situations in our constituencies where condomin- 
ium units are available for rent. They are very expensive 
and high-priced, and this provision does not seem to make 
a lot of sense if the minister’s goal is to achieve more 
affordable housing units. We know that this will not do it. 


We see that Bill 121 continues to use an annual guide- 
line similar to the Liberal legislation, the Residential Rent 
Regulation Act, known as Bill 51. Now we see that there 
are two different numbers for landlords and tenants to be 
concerned with and also to be confused about. 

We know that there will be one guideline, one number 
for large buildings and one for small buildings. This does 
nothing, I would point out, to simplify the process or make 
it less bureaucratic in any way. As I said before, in a rent 
review and regulation system you must have a bureaucracy 
to enforce it; but if the goal is to simplify matters, then this 
provision, while it may be helpful to tenants in small 
buildings of less than six units—it may be, but I have 
heard some question that—it adds to the complexity of an 
already very bureaucratic system. Simplification was 
clearly stated by the minister himself as one of the impor- 
tant goals of this legislation. 


I know there are people scratching their heads and say- 
ing, “This doesn’t make any sense,” and they will be look- 
ing very carefully at that provision as this piece of 
legislation continues through the legislative process. Two 
different annual guidelines will probably have a differen- 
tial of less than one percentage point. That is a very minor 
adjustment, given the amount of confusion that it will 
likely cause. I would just point this out to the minister as 
one of the concerns that I know will be expressed during: 
the hearing process. 
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We have heard over and over again in this House that 
ome 65% of Ontario rental stock is more than 20 years 
Id. We know that one of the goals of good housing policy 
3 to maintain and preserve that rental stock, not only for 
ne people who are living here today—that certainly is an 
mportant goal; as I said, we want people to have a clean 
nd decent place to live, a building that is not falling down 
round their ears—but we also maintain that rental hous- 
ag stock for people who will live there tomorrow and the 
jay after, to give them the choice of rental housing in the 
uture. 

_ Preserving the stock we have is also extremely impor- 
ant because of the limited new supply of rental housing, 
‘ther than condominium, which is at the high end of the 
aarket. There has been some over the last few years. We 
tarted to see, particularly in centres like London and some 
of the urban centres on the periphery of Metropolitan To- 
onto—and even in my riding of Oriole, where we have 
ubstantial density, one of the highest in the world, actu- 
lly, there was discussion around some additional housing 
> be built that would be considered to be rental. We know 
nat this is unlikely, given the climate in Ontario today and 
jiven the concern that investors are showing in response, 
‘ot only to this government’s housing policy, but also to its 
iscal and economic policy and its budget. 

Business is very reluctant to invest in Ontario, and the 
hances of new rental supply in the province of Ontario in 
he foreseeable future is very, very slim. No matter what 
ais legislation says, because of the fiscal policy of this 
jovernment, because of the socialist policies of the NDP, 
‘ecause of its economic policies we will find that there 
vill be virtually no new rental supply. 

_ It will be extremely important for us to listen very 
arefully through the public hearings as we discuss the 
‘roposal for a cap on capital repairs, which is proposed 
nder Bill 121. I know that when we debated Bill 4 in this 
egislature, there were a number of proposals and amend- 
dents that were not accepted by the government. Many of 
nose proposals appear in this legislation in one form or an- 
ther, adjusted in ways which are causing great concern among 
oth the proponents and the opponents of this legislation. 

120 

_ I know there will be a great deal of discussion around 
je cap provision. I believe it will become one of the most 
‘ontentious issues in this legislation. That is why I believe 
| will be very important that the hearings on Bill 121 be 
eld not only here in Metropolitan Toronto but across this 
‘rovince in different regions so that members of the pub- 
c, landlords and tenants and those who have an interest in 
‘ousing policy—municipal representatives, perhaps re- 
jional chairmen, regional councillors, mayors and oth- 
irs—will have an opportunity to appear in their own 
jommunities and let those who are on the committee hear 
hat they think about this important proposal. We know it 
; important to hear what landlords and tenants have to say 
pou" the idea of having a cap, about how it should be 
mplemented and what level it should be set at. 

| We know there are some significant changes in this legis- 
tion from what exists within the rent review system in On- 
ario. I personally believe that one of the more positive 


features—and I would like to point that out right now—is 
the definition of necessary capital. The fact that there is a 
new definition which will clearly define what would be 
considered a luxury renovation, is an important feature of 
this bill, I think, and it is important to tenants. I know the 
frustration the tenants felt when they were faced with reno- 
vations they believed were absolutely unnecessary and 
luxurious, far beyond the point of benefiting anyone in the 
building. They felt that those renovations were simply 
used to jack up the rent. 

I believe that is an important improvement in this legis- 
lation. It is also the kind of improvement that both land- 
lords and tenants have advocated for some time. I believe 
there are many opportunities, when we discuss capital ren- 
ovation, to listen very carefully so that we can ensure that 
this piece of legislation will have the right incentive. One 
of the concerns that tenants have is that there must be an 
incentive in the legislation for the landlord to maintain the 
building. If you do not have a situation where, before you 
can apply to rent review, your building is properly main- 
tained, then many tenants worry that their building will 
deteriorate before their very eyes, that they will not be able 
to get the building maintained. 

I have some examples in my riding of Oriole of build- 
ings that are seriously run down. Those buildings may not 


_yet qualify for a municipal building work-permit order to 


get them into shape, but anyone looking at those buildings 
can see they are in decline and in need of repair, and 
tenants worry that will happen to their buildings and that it 
will affect their quality of life, and they feel they are not 
getting value for money. 

We know it is important that this legislation provide 
protection that is needed for tenants while still allowing 
landlords to make important and needed repairs. We want 
to see legislation that has that incentive to ensure that 
buildings are well maintained. 

The maintenance and standards provisions of this leg- 
islation are of some concern because the minister’s inten- 
tion, I believe, is to ensure that basic standards of building 
maintenance are maintained to protect the health and 
safety of tenants. Now, I know that particular portion of 
the bill sounds very familiar to all members of the House, 
because it was debated at length during the discussions on 
Bill 4. I wish the minister had accepted that amendment 
under Bill 4, but I am pleased to see it in this piece of 
legislation. 

This bill abolishes the Residential Rental Standards 
Board and in fact what it does in its place is it works in 
reviewing substantive outstanding work orders. 

As I pointed out, one of the concerns is, sometimes 
buildings in need of repair may not have substantive work 
orders already in place. Tenants want to know what incen- 
tive there will be in this legislation to ensure that buildings 
are properly maintained. 

As I said, it will be important for the committee in 
reviewing this legislation to examine whether the new 
maintenance provisions are workable—some have their 
doubts—whether they will indeed provide additional 
safety and security for tenants—some have their doubts— 
and whether they do not unfairly punish landlords for 
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minor standard infractions. That is a real concern and not 
only for tenants, because most tenants want to have a good 
relationship with their landlords. They do not want to con- 
stantly be at the municipality for work orders. They do not 
want to constantly have to go to court. They do not want to 
constantly have to go to rent review. 

Part of the frustration of Bill 51 that we see repeated 
here in this legislation is that kind of requirement for an 
ongoing interchange, I guess is the word, with levels of 
government and bureaucracies. People want to know, if we 
are seeing changes in this legislation, if they will be better 
protected and able to have a better relationship with their 
landlords. 

Certainly there have been a number of opportunities in 
this bill for discussions of what the formulas are. That is 
very complicated, and I know from our discussions on Bill 
51, back in 1986, that often the actual formulas themselves 
and how they were arrived at were very confusing to many 
people. . 

I can say that there are a number of provisions in this 
bill which are eminently supportable in principle but 
which, when it comes down to the implementation provis- 
ions, cause some very grave concerns to a number of peo- 
ple and will require considerable study and analysis at 
committee. 

I would point out that the exemptions under this legis- 
lation, the double guidelines, the caps, the restricted oper- 
ating and capital cost increases as well as new 
maintenance enforcement provisions are all areas where 
landlords and tenants will have a lot to say, and I know the 
minister will want to hear what they have to say. I was a 
little disappointed this afternoon when he said he would 
not be present at all of the hearings this summer. I know he 
has confidence in his parliamentary assistant, but as the 
drafter of this legislation and the minister who takes car- 
riage of this legislation, I know how important it is to 
tenants and landlords in this province that the minister be 
at those hearings to hear what they have to say and hear 
their presentations. 

I know there will be many provisions tenants’ groups 
will support and I think there are some provisions tenants’ 
groups will oppose. I can tell members, I do not think there 
are going to be many provisions in this legislation that 
landlords will support, and part of that, I would point out 
to the minister, is an attitude problem. I want to tell him 
how disappointed I was, during the process of Bill 4, with 
some of the things that he said that were deliberately in- 
flammatory. 

I would point out that this is an opportunity for him to 
- think twice before he says things such as that he is allergic 
to landlords. That does not help in the drafting of legisla- 
tion that is supposed to be balanced in the public interest. 
That is the kind of message that says to investors in this 
province, “You’re not welcome in the province of On- 
tario.” That is the kind of message that speaks to govern- 
ment insensitivity, government arrogance and the kind of 
attitude from government that will say to investors, “Go 
look elsewhere.” . 
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In this climate at this time, as we are hopefully startin; 
to come out of the recession that we have been suffering 
from now for over a year, there is an opportunity for thi 
government to send out the right messages. 

Everything they say and everything they do will b 
scrutinized by those looking to invest in our province 
whether it is in the construction business or the servic 
industries or manufacturing. Every utterance from minis 
ters of the crown in this socialist government, this NDI 
government, sends out messages to potential investors it 
the province of Ontario. So I would urge the minister to b 
moderate and to calm down his rhetoric a little bit. He 
must remember that he is now a minister of the crown. Hi 
is no longer a petulant member of the opposition. 

Many of us on this side of the House watched ver 
carefully how the now Minister of Housing behaved ii 
opposition. There are some days, quite frankly, when 
know that he forgets himself and he thinks he is still i 
opposition. So I would urge him to be temperate in hi: 
responses; to be conciliatory; to try, as this piece of legisla 
tion goes through the process, to be open to ideas an 
suggestions; to seek always to balance those interests t 
find the delicate balance which is in the public interest, an 
to do that in a way which, quite frankly, was missing fron 
Bill 4. 

I hope we will never again see a situation in this prov 
ince when a member of the provincial Legislature is barre 
from a meeting in her own riding. That was a seriou. 
mistake in judgement by the minister’s parliamentary as 
sistant. I would like to think that the minister would no 
have done that. He apologized in this House. I accepted hi 
apology. But that is a signal and an attitude I think the: 
must always be on guard to change and to send a messag 
out to the tenants of this province that they are welcome, t 
the landlords of this province that they must be heard, an 
to all members of this Legislature that we have a responsi 
bility to speak on matters of important public interest. 

I want to sum up by saying that Bill 121 has been | 
long time in coming. I have done an analysis of this bil 
and I find it contains many of the same provisions, cer 
tainly many of the same goals, objectives and principles 
that we found in Bill 51. I find it has many of the amend 
ments that were proposed by my colleague the Housin, 
critic for the Ontario Liberal Party and our caucus. 

I will also say that this piece of legislation as propose 
today is not perfect. There are many aspects of it whic 
cause great concern to both tenants and landlords acros 
this province. I have tried, in the few minutes I have hadi 
the second reading debate on Bill 121, to point out some 0 
those. As this bill goes through the legislative process an 
completes second reading debate, goes out to committe 
for full public hearings, comes back into this House—an 
we know that it will because the NDP has a majority gov 
ernment and we know that it can determine what amend 
ments it will accept—I would point out that to this point i 
time this government has not had a good record in accept 
ing proposals, ideas and suggestions from the oppositio 
parties. No legislation is perfect and certainly this legisla 
tion is not perfect. In fact, I would say there are very fe\ 


vieces of legislation that achieve proclamation and royal 
assent that are perfect. I would urge the minister to be open 
o ideas to improve this legislation, whether those ideas 
come from members of the opposition parties, from 
‘enants’ organizations across this province or from land- 
cords across this province. 

_ As I conclude in today’s debate, I would remind mem- 
yers of this House that I have been a tenant activist for 
some time. I was the founding vice-president of my 
‘enants’ association in the early 1970s. I believe the tenants 
of this province need the kind of protection a good rent 
“eview system will afford them. 


Back in the mid-1970s and early 1970s we saw situa- 
tions where there were unjustifiable and unconscionable 
‘ent increases that placed many tenants in jeopardy. We 
ilso know there is an affordability problem by a significant 
sortion of tenants in this province, and we know the solu- 
jon to those affordability problems really lies in govern- 
nents, this government and previous governments before 
t, accepting their responsibility to ensure that those in 
aeed of social housing have access to social housing, those 
n need of assistance have that assistance. 


I was pleased to see the minister build on the strong 
foundation of the Liberal government before him in the 
2ontinuation of strong support for the non-profit housing 
sector and for the co-op housing sector and for the kind of 
assisted housing which would help those who have a real 
iffordability problem. 

I know the complexities of this legislation. I have lived 
for many years, as I pointed out at the beginning of my 
‘emarks, with the whole issue surrounding housing policy 
ind rent review in particular. It is my hope as this legisla- 
ion proceeds through the process that we will see the kind 
df housing policy that will balance those interests, because 
my constituents in the riding of Oriole need to know they 
nave a housing policy in place that will protect them not 
mnly today, but will offer them choice of accommodation 
in the future as well. 


Mr Ferguson: I am glad to hear that the member for 
Oriole, a former tenant activist, is going to be supporting 
this legislation. We welcome her support in this matter. 

What we have to recognize is that any time any politi- 
cal party makes an announcement or set of guidelines for 
oroposed legislation, it is relative to the situation in time. 
Of course the economy of this province is never constant 
out is always changing, and what might apply at a moment 
in time may not be valid some time down the road. Surely 
the decisions that are made and legislation proposed dur- 
ing a time of a booming economy should not be etched in 
stone and held as gospel in an economy that has turned 
dramatically around and all of a sudden is sluggish at best. 


We have to recognize that in assuming government, as 
we did, at a very difficult time—the member knows this, 
oecause of course she was on the government side at one 
point—we have a sense of responsibility, and we assumed 
the role of government not just on behalf of the 38% of the 
population that supported us on 6 September but on behalf 
of everybody in the province, and we try to govern the 
province accordingly. 
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What I am saying is that when I look at this piece of 
legislation it tells me very clearly that we are economic 
realists with a social conscience. We are economic realists 
because we recognize the capital investment that is re- 
quired, as well as recognizing that tenants should not pay 
for capital investment in landlords’ properties. 
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Ms Poole: It is late, so I will be brief. Not only that, 
but I only have two minutes, so that does put a bit of a 
damper on it. 

I did, though, want to commend the member for Oriole 
for her very sensitive comments tonight. She has high- 
lighted for us very well the fact that rental policy in On- 
tario does require a very sensitive balance. At times it is a 
juggling act. It is not easy to try to take into account the 
need for rental stability, the need for preserving our rental 
housing stock, the requirement that landlords make a rea- 
sonable return on their investment and the fact that we 
want a rental policy which people can understand. 

It is difficult. Earlier today I commended the Minister 
of Housing for reversing some of his party’s original poli- 
cies, which I do not think would have achieved that bal- 
ance which is so important. 

The member for Oriole added one other item to the 
goals for rental housing which is a very important one, that 
is, the element of choice. It is very important that tenants 
have a choice of affordable, safe accommodation. At the 
same time, the only way that is going to be achieved is if 
we bring stability to the rental housing market and if we 
encourage people to build. It is a monumental task, but I 
think Bill 121 does go a long way towards meeting that. 

As the member for Oriole has said, there are concerns 
we have with it. We do have a concern about whether the 
cap is going to be adequate to meet the needs of our aging 
housing stock, and we do have some concerns about some 
of the maintenance provisions. But I will reiterate our de- 
sire to work with the government to try to create an even 
better bill when we take this to committee. 


Mr Bisson: I have just two quick points. I would also 
like to thank the member for her support on this legisla- 
tion. I think she recognizes that by working together from 
all sides of the House we are able to bring forward good 
legislation to the people of this province. That is why we 
are trying to work in a good atmosphere within this House 
as much as possible, listening to what people have to say 
not only in this House but when we go out and consult. 

What the previous member was talking about was right 
on, that by listening to people out in the province we came 
back and somewhat changed our position, recognizing that 
there were a few things that needed some adjustment. But 
the basic principle was there. 

I would like to make a very brief point on the question 
of the rebuilding of our housing stock in the Ontario mar- 
ket. As I said before, when I as a landlord take money in 
rents—four units, six units, whatever—I am expected, 
from that rent, to put some back into my building over the 
long term. I have a little difficulty when some people argue 
that they are somewhat worried about restrictions on the 
amount landlords are able to pass through to their tenants 
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to recoup the cost of the repairs they have done to their 
building. I think that is something that really needs to be 
thought about. 

The whole idea of taking rent is that you are basically 
putting money into something in order to build equity over 
the long term. That rent is not only to gei the equity back, 
but is there in case of having to do work on your building 
to be able to keep it up to snuff. 

I thank the member for a somewhat long but very inter- 
esting deliberation, and look forward to her comments. 


Mrs Caplan: I found today’s debate quite interesting, 
because we heard many diverse points of view on a sub- 
ject—housing policy and rent regulation in particular— 
that reflect the approaches. 

We know rent regulation has long been the policy of 
the Ontario Liberal Party. We heard from the members 
opposite that since forming the government the New Dem- 
ocratic socialist government has changed its views. I think 
that was positive. I will say that on behalf of my constitu- 
ents, because I believe very clearly that the simplistic ap- 
proach provided for in the Agenda for People was not 
good housing policy. 

We have also heard from the Progressive Conservative 
Party of Ontario—which brought us rent control in 1974, I 
would point out—a point of view which I think the tenants 
of Ontario will not only find interesting, but will give them 
great cause for concern as well. 

We know of the delicate balance that is needed to en- 
sure, aS we have said many times, the kind of stability, the 
kind of environment which will ensure that tenants have a 
clean, safe and decent place to live. We need to have the 
right incentives in place to ensure that buildings are main- 
tained. We want to have a rent review system which is as 
understandable as possible, knowing how difficult that is 
in any kind of a regulatory regime. We want people to feel 
they are being treated fairly. We will have the opportunity, 
as we debate this legislation, to attempt to achieve those 
goals. 

I would repeat that this is a very difficult and complex 
issue. The only place that we differ on, the partisanship, is 
how to do it, but I believe there is much agreement on the 
goals and the principles around protection of tenants. 


Mr Winninger: I am pleased to add a few words to 
this debate. I think it is important when debating the merits 
of Bill 121 to look at where we are coming from and 
where we are going to. 

There is a popular myth afloat that in a free market 
economy, rents will look after themselves, that they will be 
a stimulus to rental housing, that rents will be competi- 
tively set by the private sector. 

Back in 1975, when rent controls were first introduced 
by the Conservative government of the day, with a strong 
opposition party, housing in Toronto had become ex- 
tremely scarce and rents were skyrocketing. Tenants were 
being squeezed. There was scarce housing and there were 
high rents. 

The government of the day thought it prudent to intro- 
duce rent controls. The act—I believe it was then known 
as the residential premises rent review act—introduced the 


concept of the statutory guideline. The statutory guideline 
over the ensuing years varied from approximately 4% tc 
8%. This was a range, I would submit, that was reasonable 
for the tenants to pay given the average increase in the cos 
of living. 

There were two problems, however. One was that al 
buildings built after 1976 were not subject to the statutory 
guidelines. Second, there was no system of rent registry 
that would enable a new tenant to determine with any 
degree of accuracy what the former tenant had been paying 
in rent. 

This led to a new act, the Residential Rent Regulatior 
Act, introduced in 1985. This act not only promised ten: 
ants a rent registry but also brought under rent control al 
buildings constructed after 1976. This seemed like a won. 
derful thing at the time. However, the tradeoff for tenant: 
was grossly inequitable in that under the new act landlord; 
were able to pass through all kinds of costs, including 
economic loss, financial loss, extraordinary loss, capita 
loss. They could equalize rents. 

This created great hardship for the tenants. Tenant: 
were often facing rent increases of 20%, 30% or 40%. Ir 
one documented case in Toronto, rents rose by 170% on: 
rent review. 

In order to cushion these increases, it was thought tha 
a system of phase-ins would effectively smooth the transi. 
tion for the tenant over time. But what happened is tha 
these phase-ins were automatically added to the statutory 
increase that the landlord was able to obtain by justifying 
the rent increase each year. What you had was a phase-i 
piggybacked on what might be a statutory increase or wha 
might in fact be another justified increase from year t 
year. The cumulative effect of these increases was to fore 
many tenants out of their housing. 

With the change of government last September, a new 
innovative approach was taken to ensure that rent in 
creases remain within a reasonable range. Bill 121 puts th 
cap at 8%. I would submit that Bill 121 effectively bal 
ances the competing interests of the landlords, who want ; 
fair return on their investment—the landlords who incu 
capital costs and who have to pass some of those capita 
costs through to the tenants are able to do so under Bil 
121, and at the same time, rent increases are maintaine 
within a reasonable limit so that tenants are not forced ou 
of their homes. 
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The process, too, is a much better one. Instead of th 
landlord applying to justify the rent and the tenant re 
sponding to that application for an increase beyond th 
statutory guideline and having to endure at least two pro 
cesses of rent review, first at the level of the Ministry 0 
Housing—an order issued by rent review services which il 
many cases was virtually automatically appealed by eithe 
the landlord or the tenant—and it is important to remembe 
that at the first level of application there was no hearin; 
under the most recent legislation. The hearing was allowe: 
at the second level of appeal. 

One might well ask, why does one have to surmoun 
the first hurdle of an application to the Ministry of Hous 
ing only to have what amounts to a hearing de novo, : 
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vhole new hearing with the same evidence or perhaps new 
vidence being introduced, at the level of the Rent Review 
learings Board? It just does not make sense. For that 
sason, it seems eminently sensible that a one-tier structure 
e introduced where if the landlord or the tenant wants a 
fearing on an application for an increase beyond the statu- 
pry guideline, that hearing is automatically granted. 
_ No one will go without a hearing. If there is some 
oncern that an error of law has been made at the initial 
tvel, there is recourse to the Ontario Court (General Divi- 
ion), what was known as the Divisional Court. The mem- 
er for Eglinton earlier raised the point that she was 
oncerned that this ground for appeal was far too narrow 
4 that a mere error of law may be a hard one to prove, and 
jat one should be able to argue error of fact as well. The 
ourts for some time—and established precedent substanti- 
tes this—have given deference to specialized boards and 
‘ibunals such as the Rent Review Hearings Board, it being 
jought that a rent review board, with its expertise in rent 
2view matters, is far better equipped to make these ulti- 
nate decisions than a court of superior jurisdiction. For 
jat reason, it makes good sense that a tenant or a landlord 
‘nly be able to appeal a decision of rent review to the 
)ntario Court (General Division) on a question of law. 
There is ample evidence that the principles enshrined 


1 Bill 121 are the optimum approach in balancing the - 


eeds of both landlords and tenants. Certainly the support 
nat flows from the member for Oriole indicates that at 
»ast the Liberal Party, the opposition, has taken a close 
Dok at the bill, has examined the bill and supports the 
terits of the bill. 

There may be some room for minor adjustments. For 
xample, the member for Eglinton suggested there may be 
problem when an inspector goes in and issues a work 
tder and that work order is then automatically delivered 
9 the director, who then issues a notice of penalty order. I 
vould submit that when that inspector goes in and exam- 
aes the rental property and determines there is some rea- 
‘on for a work order, that inspector will take into account 
ae reasonable time required to remedy whatever defect he 
ir She may find. So by giving the landlord a reasonable 
ime limit, that time limit has to expire. In other words, the 
ime for compliance has to expire before the notice from 
ne director goes out as to the penalty order. If the time has 
ot expired, then it would be unreasonable for such an 
irder to issue. 

A landlord may have some substantial difficulty in 
‘omplying with that order within the time set out by the 
aspector. In that case, I would suggest it would be incum- 
vent on the landlord to visit the inspector from the munici- 
jality and ask for an extension of time, which, I would 
ubmit, would be reasonably granted under extenuating 
jircumstances. So the concern about a notice-of-rent-pen- 
ty order going out may not be a valid one, given the 
jafeguards built into the act that would ensure reasonable 
imes are allowed for compliance with work orders. 

_ One salient provision that is long overdue is the right 
Or a tenant to go back to rent review when increases in 
jperating costs are no longer borne and ask that those rents 
»e decreased. I seem to recall there was a section under the 


existing legislation, which I do not believe was ever pro- 
claimed, that allowed tenants to go back and have rent 
increases reversed. It makes good sense that the provision 
be in there, because otherwise rents will continue to esca- 
late and costs which are reduced or no longer borne would 
enable the landlord to make more of a profit than may be 
appropriate under the circumstances. 

The member for Eglinton suggested that a landlord 
who seeks a rent increase for capital costs associated with 
energy conservation may be penalized by a tenant coming 
back to the Rent Review Hearings Board and arguing that 
because the energy costs have been reduced the rent 
should be lowered. I believe that is not a point well taken, 
because certainly it makes perfect sense for the capital 
costs incurred by a landlord for energy conservation to be 
passed through to the limit by a landlord, but if that results 
in reduced operating costs surely the tenant should derive 
some benefit from that decrease in energy costs. 

I believe this bill goes a long way to redressing many 
of the inequities that tenant advocates have been highlight- 
ing for the past number of years. I have had a long and 
abiding interest in the issue of social housing. Some mem- 
bers may know that the previous government appointed 
me to be chair of the London and Middlesex Housing 
Authority in 1988, and that, too, has given me some in- 


‘sight into the issue of how people are housed. 


Housing, I would submit, is a basic commodity, as 
basic as food, and for that reason rent controls must be 
maintained, but in a meaningful sense. The past legisla- 
tion, the Residential Rent Regulation Act, did not maintain 
rent controls in any kind of a reasonable sense because the 
exceptions under that act were manifold. One only has to 
go back over the past four or five years to see the ravages 
that particular legislation caused for tenants. At the time 
that legislation was passed, I seem to recall there were 62 
or 63 amendments proposed by the NDP which were given 
absolutely no consideration at the time and the legislation 
went through virtually as it was, to the detriment of tenants 
across Ontario. 
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I know the tenants in my riding of London South and 
in London in general are very pleased to see not only a cap 
placed on rent increases but standards of maintenance tied 
into the right to seek a rent increase. For the longest time 
landlords have been able to come to the rent review board 
and ask for and receive an increase, notwithstanding the 
fact that their buildings were in very shoddy, slipshod 
shape. The reason for that was that the way you proved a 
reduction or a decline in standards of services or mainte- 
nance under section 74 of the existing legislation was you 
had to have tenants who were in the building over a long 
period of time to show how standards of services and 
maintenance had declined over that period of time. 

It did not matter that tenants could come to the board 
and give all kinds of evidence as to poor living standards 
in the building. The roof could be leaking, for that matter, 
but it was not within the jurisdiction of the rent review 
board to reduce rent increases for that reason unless a 
long-term decline could be shown. Because of the transi- 
tory nature of tenants’ lives, the fact that they come and go 
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in rental buildings, it was very difficult to prove a decline 
in standards of services or maintenance. Again, for that 
reason, Bill 121 is to be commended. 

I would also note for those members in the opposition 
who complain that the minister may not be available for all 
the committee hearings that the minister has sat here very 
patiently since the debate began several hours ago today 
and is still sitting here because of his long and abiding 
interest in this issue. 


Ms Poole: I would like to thank the member for Lon- 
don South for his comments, particularly about the rent 
registry. Our government did bring it in and I think it was 
one of the strongest parts of Bill 51 or the RRR Act. I did 
want to comment, however, on a couple of his other 
points. 

First of all, he seemed to imply that the majority of 
cases that had been through the administrative process ac- 
tually went to appeal and went to the hearings board. This 
is not correct; the majority of cases did not go under ap- 
peal. In fact, I had many tenants in my riding who were 
quite pleased when they took cases to appeal, because they 
got a further rent reduction. 

When he talked about the 170% rent increase, I really 
wish we would stay away from that rhetoric. The statistics 
show very clearly that one 12,000th of 1% of rent review 
applications were for over 100% increases; one 12,000th 
of 1%. I, quite frankly, think any applications over 100% 
were unacceptable, but let’s not pretend they were the 
norm. The average rent increase across the province last 
year was 5.8%. The average of those cases going to rent 
review was 11%, and that included the guideline increase. 
So we are talking around 5% above the guideline. That 
was the average going to rent review. 

Let’s not forget those statistics. Let’s not talk about the 
ravages of the Residential Rent Regulation Act and get 
into political rhetoric when that act protected many ten- 
ants. That is why it was 5.8% across the province. 

The final point I would like to make is about the con- 
servation costs. The member missed my point. If a land- 
lord spent 10% above the guideline on conservation, if he 
carried it over for two years he would get 6% back. So he 
would lose 4% and at the same time get reduced operating 
costs. That was the point I was trying to make. 


Mr Winninger: I would just reiterate that the prob- 
lems with the previous act which still exist on the books, I 
suppose, although capped by Bill 4, are self-evident. Ten- 
ants have been going back again and again to rent review 
and been told that because of the way the act was struc- 
tured in 1985 and introduced in 1986, the hands of the rent 
review officers were tied, simply because sections of that 
act were so skewed in favour of the profitability of land- 
lords. For that reason, it became self-evident that this leg- 
islation had to be reformed. Otherwise, tenants would be 
repeatedly forced out of housing. 


Hon Mr Cooke: I would like to thank the members 
of the Legislature, the opposition parties and the govern- 
ment party, for participating in this afternoon’s debate. I 
certainly look forward to the next stage of this bill. There 
will be extensive public hearings, and I certainly give the 
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commitment of this government that in the public hearings 
we will have across the province we will be listening for 
suggestions to improve the bill further. 

We will not compromise the principle of the legisla- 
tion, but certainly the nature of this legislation is that there 
will be many specific recommendations on wording and 
some changes in the legislation, and we will listen. If there 
are recommendations that make sense and fit into the prin- 
ciple, we are willing to listen as a government and i incor- 
porate those suggestions into the legislation. 

I would like to make it clear that this legislation i tS part 
of an overall housing strategy this government is working 
on. I would certainly like to remind members very briefly 
of the other components of the housing strategy, because | 
think it is important to realize that this government does 
not see rent control as the only initiative that is necessary 
to solve the housing crisis in this province. That is why we 
have released other consultation documents on the whole 
question of government use of land and the housing frame- 
work, the supply question. 

And in the interim, we have moved in a number of 
areas. We have advanced the Homes Now program so that 
14,000 of the Homes Now units are now under way. We 
have added an additional 10,000 units in the provincial 
budget to the non-profit and co-op housing supply pro- 
gram. We moved on the Rupert Hotel Coalition suggestion 
of doing a pilot project in the rooming house sector to try 
to solve by experimenting with some suggested solutions 
in the whole area of rooming houses and people who need 
access to that sector of housing. 

We are developing a discussion paper in the whole area 
of quality of life in the public housing sector, which |] 
personally feel very strongly about, that the existing public 
housing stock needs to be preserved and that we need to 
take some major initiatives in the public housing sector to 
turn control of those communities back to the people who 
live in those communities, people in our public housing 
sector, whom I think have in the past been forgotten by 
previous governments. 

We have announced a planning inquiry. While that is 
an initiative from the Ministry of Municipal Affairs, I be- 
lieve it is very much part of the housing strategy of this 
province, because if the planning system is working hous- 
ing can be developed more quickly and efficiently both in 
the private sector and the public sector. 

If we look at the number of initiatives this government 
has announced, we are trying to develop a total housing 
strategy which can deliver on the commitment this govern- 
ment has made and the principle this government has an- 
nounced, that decent, affordable housing is a basic human 
right. If that basic human right is to be delivered on, gov- 
ernment has a major role to play along with other sectors 
of the economy, including the private sector. 

I very much look forward to the continued suggestions 
of the opposition parties, the landlord community, the in- 
vestment community and municipalities as we move to the 
next stage of this legislation. 

I could quibble with some of the arguments that have 
been used by the Conservative Party or the Liberal Party. 
but the hour is getting late and we will have many more 
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ours to debate this legislation. Again, I appreciate the _ staffs of a request for unanimous consent to defer the vote 
until Wednesday after routine proceedings. I would ask for 


avolvement. 
The Acting Speaker (Mrs Haslam): Mr Cooke has that consent at this point. 
20ved second reading of Bill 121. Agreed to. 
All those in favour will please say “aye.” Vote deferred. 
All those opposed will please say “nay.” Le vote est reporté. 
De rn ay ee a The House adjourned at 2212. 


Hon Miss Martel: It is my understand that earlier this 
vening there was discussion among the House leaders’ 
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Tuesday 25 June 1991 


The House met at 1332. 
Prayers. 


REPORT, INFORMATION AND PRIVACY 
COMMISSIONER 
The Speaker: I beg to inform the House that I have 
oday laid upon the table the third annual report of the 
nformation and Privacy Commissioner of Ontario for the 
year ending 31 December 1990. 


MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 


FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 


Mr Chiarelli: This is what I told the House at the last 
‘ecess, 18 December: 

“Ontario is sadly disappointed by the performance of 
he Minister of Financial Institutions. 

“Over the past session, what have we seen in the way of 
1eeded legislative protection and reform from this minister? 
Diddly-squat. Zero. What have we seen for the 40,000 
seople whose uncertain future livelihood will hinge on his 
Utopian pie-in-the-sky scheme for driver-owned auto insur- 
ance? Nothing. What have we seen in the way of protect- 
ing Ontario’s savings and loan industry in the wake of 
federal reform? Nothing. What have we seen in the area of 
safeguards for financial consumers in the wake of a col- 
lapsing real estate market and loose control of mortgage 
brokers? Nothing. On pension reform? Nothing. 

“What have we seen to address the uncertain status of 
the Ontario Securities Commission? Nothing. 

“Despite the recession and mounting job losses across 
the province, not once has the minister stood in this House 
to announce a program, make a statement or to introduce a 
bill to alleviate some of the uncertainty and increase pro- 
tection for consumers and investors alike in these volatile 
economic times. 

“Has the Premier dispatched his cowboy minister out 
on to the range, never to be heard from again?” 

_ Yes, the member for Welland-Thorold is gone, and at 
this recess the new minister gets the same grade: diddly- 
Squat, zero. He has done nothing. 


TAXATION 


Mr Stockwell: Today is the day that Ontarians, the 

most heavily taxed people in the country, can finally start 
working for themselves, after having spent the last 175 days 
working for governments. It is a pity that governments do 
not spend more time working for the average Ontario family, 
which spends about half its income on taxes. 
_ Again this year, Ontarians are the last Canadians to 
celebrate tax freedom day. The old adage “better late than 
never” is probably not going to be sufficient to forestall a 
long overdue tax revolt in this province. 

Death and taxes may be inevitable, but Ontario taxes are 
becoming the more painful. Contributing to the pain is the 
fact that taxpayers are no longer receiving quality services 


in return for their tax dollars. If we were to apply the 
principles of value-for-money auditing to the current crop 
of greedheads occupying the government benches, there 
would be millions of taxpayers in line for refunds. 

As it stands, however, they are only in line for another 
increase in the gasoline tax next 1 January. At the rate the 
NDP is going, by the end of its term we will be observing tax 
freedom day and Labour Day concurrently. The prospect is 
enough to make most of. us in the province hope that 
Thanksgiving Day comes early, as on that day we will get 
rid of all these turkeys. If you throw in the deficit, it would 
be some time in August before people would start earning 
money for themselves. Unbelievable. 


FAMILY FARMS 


Mr Mills: Many of my constituents in Durham East 
live and work in rural communities. There are more than 
2,000 farms in the Durham region, and a large number of 
them are family farms located in Newcastle and Scugog. 

As all members from rural ridings know, family farms 
have been suffering for some time. High interest rates, 
unstable commodity prices and the recession have all had a 
devastating impact on farmers in Durham East. 

But farmers are pleased that our government is helping 
them in these difficult times through the net income stabi- 
lization account and the gross revenue insurance program. 
They also welcome the farm interest assistance program 
and the feeder cattle loan guarantee program. 

Many of my constituents are concerned about the loss 
of agricultural land to development and the disappearance 
of the rural way of life. Long-term planning is crucial to 
keep family farms viable for the future and to strengthen 
our rural communities. That is why our government is 
looking at proposals to deliver long-term affordable credit 
to farmers. . 

Much work still remains to be done. There are no easy, 
quick-fix solutions to the problems facing our farming and 
rural communities, but farmers I have spoken to are 
pleased with what we have done so far and with our 
government’s commitment to work in partnership with 
them to find long-term solutions to their problems and help 
strengthen rural communities. 


MINISTRY OF CITIZENSHIP 


Mr Curling: Yesterday the Minister of Citizenship 
held a press conference to outline her ministry’s initiatives 
over the last nine months. Understandably, it was a rather 
short meeting. Here are the highlights of the minister’s 
first term. 

In March the minister announced she would implement 
Liberal proposals to strengthen the race relations directorate, 
which she has renamed the anti-racism secretariat. Five 
months have passed and the secretariat is still directionless, as 
its top position has not even been advertised. 

Plans were announced to provide core funding to com- 
munity groups. This funding represents less than 1% of the 
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minister’s budget. Five months later, no criteria have been 
developed and none are expected until late into the year. 

The now Premier made a commitment last summer to 
immediately implement the recommendations of the task 
force on access to the trades and professions. The community 
is still waiting to hear from the minister. 

A so-called employment equity consultation strategy 
was announced last week. This consultation will last all of 
six weeks and will take place at a time when, in the 
minister’s words, “It wouldn’t make sense to hold consul- 
tations, because people are not available during the summer.” 

Why then this hollow public relations exercise? Why 
not reintroduce the member for York South’s private 
member’s Bill 172 so the Legislature can get on with the 
debate and public hearings on this important legislation? 

We have heard platitudes about fighting racism and 
discrimination, but nothing has been done to address con- 
cerns about the current ability of the Ontario Human 
Rights Commission to fulfil its mandate. 

Public confidence in the commission is eroding, yet the 
minister will not look into allegations of discrimination 
within the commission itself, and despite the findings of a 
recent report by the provincial Ombudsman the minister 
has done nothing to address the immediate need for addi- 
tional compliance officers and other frontline staff at the 
commission. 


1340 


HIGHWAY SAFETY 


Mr Eves: I rise in the House today to bring attention 
to the intersection of Highways 124 and 69 in McDougall 
township just outside of Parry Sound. 

As a result of my correspondence with him and meet- 
ings which we have both attended to discuss this matter, 
the Minister of Transportation is well aware of my concern 
and that of others over lack of safety at this intersection. 

After much persuasion on the part of local citizens and 
McDougall council, the previous government agreed to 
construct an overpass at this intersection. However, com- 
pletion of this intersection has been postponed by ministry 
officials twice and MTO now has a scheduled completion 
date in fiscal year 1992-93. 

That is very little consolation indeed for the family of the 
individual who was killed at this intersection or the four 
persons who have sustained major personal injuries in acci- 
dents at that intersection, the most recent being on 18 June. 

Local residents are so concerned about the uncertainty 
of safe passage at the intersection that the West Parry 
Sound Board of Education has decided to change its 
school boundaries and transfer students to another school 
rather than have them cross this intersection in a school 
bus. The Ontario Provincial Police division in Parry Sound 
also agrees that this intersection is totally unsafe. 

Surely there is no greater priority than saving lives, and 
I would suggest that construction of this very important 
overpass start tomorrow. 


JAMES WALKER 


Mr O’Connor: In 1934 James Walker started planting 
trees on his property located in the township of Uxbridge, 
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and he never stopped. Fifty-seven years later he has 
planted over two million trees and transformed more than 
1,000 acres from barren wasteland into productive forest, 
He has been referred to as Ontario’s Johnny Appleseed. 
However, unlike the legendary figure who went about 
scattering seeds wherever he went, Mr Walker’s forest is a 
product of scientific management, careful experimentation 
and old-fashioned hard work. | 
Before Mr Walker bought the land, it had been ren- 
dered useless by the removal of the huge white pines that 
had grown up there over the centuries. Without the trees 
and vegetation to hold the remaining soil, wind and rain 
washed away the thin topsoil, making the land infertile for 
agricultural purposes. He started by planting 100,000 
quick-growing poplars each year in an attempt to stop the 
worst of the soil erosion. He has now turned what was 
once barren land into a forest that by the late 1980s was 
producing approximately 400 full cords of firewood and 
30,000 to 40,000 board feet of hardwood lumber per year. 
Yesterday, the Minister of Natural Resources an- 
nounced in the House that he was releasing interim guide- 
lines to protect the Oak Ridges moraine. Mr Walker’s 
property is located on the moraine and is part of the head- 
waters for Duffin Creek. As part of the minister’s an- 
nouncement, he indicated the government was fully 
committed to the plans of the Metro Toronto and Region 
Conservation Authority to purchase the James Walker— 


The Speaker: I realize 90 seconds is not enough. 


ROUGE VALLEY 


Mr Ramsay: Yesterday I put a question to the Ministe1 
of Natural Resources regarding his ministry’s interest in 
Pinegrove Forest adjacent to the Rouge River Valley Park. 

This site has been recommended by his staff as an area 
of natural and scientific interest, and I requested that the 
minister express the corporate position of his ministry tc 
Pickering council. As of 10 o’clock last night, during the 
council meeting discussing this issue, it was stated that the 
Ministry of Natural Resources had not informed Pickering 
planning department that it had concerns. 

Why did the minister not inform Pickering council of 
the natural history value of the site, which his staff people 
believed deserves protection afforded by the ANSI status? 

On the same day the minister expressed concern about 
natural history protection in the Oak Ridges moraine, he was 
unable to take this very simple step of informing Pickering 
of the value his ministry scientists put on this particulai 
site. This was not an oversight, because he was made 
aware of it yesterday. We can only conclude that natural 
history protection in the Rouge Valley area is a very lov 
priority with this minister. 

I hope he acts more responsibly with respect to the 
recommendations put to him by the Rouge Valley Park 
advisory committee. These are that the province apply in- 
terim protection controls on land in phase 3 of the park. 
and seek co-operation from all parties, and that the prov- 
ince provide a commitment that the public lands in the 
North Pickering greenbelt-agricultural reserve will remain 
in public ownership. 
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The Rouge Valley Park advisory committee meets to- 
‘morrow, and we are all looking forward to this minister’s 
support for its recommendations. 


HOSPITAL BEDS 


Mrs Cunningham: University Hospital in London, 
which is internationally known for specialized programs 
such as the multi-organ transplant program, orthopaedic 
surgery, the epilepsy unit and in vitro fertilization, to name 
a few, recently announced it would be closing 47 beds and 
the entire ninth floor by 1 November 1991. Closing beds 
seems to be the only way they can receive the tax dollars 
needed to maintain the services they have been providing 
for years. The volume of transplant patients has increased, 
yet the revenue generated to perform this specialized sur- 
gery has not. 

This short-term solution could jeopardize the integrity 
this hospital has worked so hard to develop for over 18 
years. By closing hospital beds, the number of transplants 
and other operations that so many people desperately need 
will decrease and, as a result, patients will be forced to seek 
treatment in the United States, which will cost Ontario 
taxpayers substantially more. Physicians, some with spe- 
cialties that Canada has supported with education tax dollars, 
will be beckoned to the US and other areas where they are 
appreciated and welcome. 

University Hospital is a provincial and national re- 
source that attracts patients from all over Canada and the 
world. The hospital has worked for 18 years to become a 
world-renowned hospital. Because of a lack of provincial 
government leadership in health delivery management in 
this province and of a commitment to integrated, cost- 
effective, long-term provincial policies, University Hospital 
and others are stuck with short-term, piecemeal decisions 
that hurt patients, hospital workers and taxpayers. 


AFFORDABLE HOUSING 


Mr Mammoliti: I would like to bring to the attention 
of every member of the House a matter that causes me 
grave concern. 

We are all aware of the major problem of the lack of 
affordable housing in Metropolitan Toronto. Every member 
of government at every level, federal, provincial and mu- 
nicipal, must work together to find a solution. 
| I represent an extremely densely populated riding, 
Yorkview. Any type of further development in my riding 
would require careful consideration. Affordable housing is 
a pressing problem and there has been much dialogue and 
correspondence between me and the other elected officials 
tepresenting Yorkview on this issue, as there should be. 

_ To my utter disgust, I have a copy of the correspon- 
dence from Mayor Mel Lastman. He, too, has grave con- 
cerns on already densely populated neighbourhoods, but 
he states that he would “consider supporting a condomin- 
ium development” as opposed to an affordable housing 
complex in my riding. Condos? Are we to believe that 
-Yorkview is too crowded for non-profit assisted housing 
but not too crowded for more condos? 

__ What is Mayor Lastman saying? That only certain peo- 
ple, those who can afford condos, need housing, and no 


one else needs housing? This is a man who will spend 
millions on an art centre rather than putting the money 
towards housing projects. Disappointment is not a strong 
enough word for my feelings on this matter. 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 


NORTHERN HEALTH TRAVEL GRANTS 
FRAIS DE TRANSPORT AUX FINS MEDICALES 


Vhon. Mme Lankin : J’ai aujourd’hui le plaisir de 
passer briévement en revue les améliorations au Pro- 
gramme de subventions accordées aux résidents du nord 
de 1’Ontario pour frais de transport a des fins médicales. 
Ces changements ont été annoncés par le Trésorier lors de 
son budget du 29 avril dernier. 

Ce programme s’adresse aux résidents et aux résidentes 
du nord de l’Ontario qui doivent parcourir de grandes di- 
stances pour obtenir des soins médicaux spécialisés. 

Le gouvernement est sensible aux défis particuliers que 
pose l’immensité du Nord. 
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In 1988 and 1989 the NDP task force on northern 
health care issues travelled throughout northern Ontario 
for 18 months. Residents of northern Ontario communities 
spoke passionately about their concerns around health care 
in the north. Presenters to the task force consistently 
pointed to improvements that were needed to the health 
travel grant. 

The Ministry of Health agreed with the need to expand 
the program after a review was completed in 1990, along 
with the Ministry of Northern Development and Mines. 
Hospitals, patients, health care professionals, medical soci- 
eties, and local social and family services were all consulted. 
These consultations, as well as contributions from many of 
my colleagues from the north, as well as the member for 
Parry Sound and the member for Kenora, formed the basis 
for the changes I am announcing today. 

We want to ensure that northern residents receive the 
quality health care they need and deserve. We believe the 
expansion of this program is an important improvement to 
ensure access to necessary health services in the north. The 
changes I am announcing today will enable more people in 
the north to qualify for the program. 

- Beginning 1 July, residents in Parry Sound and all of 
Nipissing district will be able to make travel grant claims. 
This change complies with the redefinition of northern On- 
tario which came into effect for all government programs 
on 1 June 1989. 

In the past people had to travel at least 250 kilometres 
within northern Ontario or to Manitoba to qualify for the 
program. The minimum distance required will be reduced 
to 100 kilometres. As well, patients in the north had to 
journey at least 300 kilometres for specialized medical 
care in southern Ontario to be eligible. This requirement 
will be lowered to 200 kilometres. 

Before now, only people accompanying patients under 
the age of 18 could apply for travel grants. As of 1 July 
those travelling with patients of any age will be eligible, 
provided the need for a companion has been recommended 
by a physician. Program grants will also be expanded to 
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include patients referred to the Speech Foundation of 
Ontario’s Toronto Children’s Centre. Patients travelling to 
abortion clinics licensed under the Independent Health Fa- 
cilities Act will be eligible as well. 

The improvements I have outlined today will increase 
grants under the program by $3.4 million a year. Since 
December of 1985 the northern health travel grant program 
has helped more than 80,000 patients and their travelling 
companions. It has awarded approximately $35 million in 
grants for about 212,000 trips. 


This program makes health care more accessible for 
people in the north. As well as assisting with travel costs 
associated with medical care, the program gives patients 
the freedom to choose their own practitioner. It also en- 
courages the effective use of health care resources in the 
north and supports the goal of self-sufficiency in northern 
health care. 

The changes I have outlined today support these goals 
and will enhance access to health care services for residents 
of northern Ontario. 


FIREFIGHTING 


Hon Mr Farnan: I am pleased this afternoon to intro- 
duce for first reading a bill that will give the fire marshal 
and assistants authority to»deal more effectively with 
threats to environmental and public safety. 


This bill will amend the existing Fire Marshals Act. It 
will permit the fire marshal and assistants to issue an order 
for corrective action where, although the risk of fire is low, 
the potential environmental consequences of a fire would 
be high. It would allow the fire marshal and assistants to 
take the corrective action themselves where fire would 
cause a Serious threat to environmental or public safety 
and the person responsible is unable or unwilling to do the 
work. Action could only be taken with authorization from 
the fire code commission. Once authorized, this corrective 
action could be performed even though the original order 
was under appeal. The appeal process would not prevent or 
delay necessary corrective work, as is currently the case. 


The amendments will also give the fire marshal and 
assistants power to take remedial action in all buildings 
and premises where there is an immediate threat to life 
safety. Currently the fire marshal only has the power to 
close a building, requiring the tenants to move out until the 
hazardous situation is remedied. These changes, as well, 
permit recovery of the costs of any necessary corrective 
action through a person’s municipal taxes or a court judge- 
ment. In all cases, there is a right to appeal an order to pay 
costs. 


The proposed amendments will also cover fire protection 
in areas lacking a municipal government. Fire protection 
teams currently exist in many such communities in northern 
Ontario, but there is a need to formalize their existence. 
We are therefore proposing that these amendments give 
the fire marshal the power to make agreements for the 
establishment and operation of fire protection services in 
communities with no municipal government. As well, the 
province will have the power to make regulations for the 
operation and administration of these services. 


The proposed amendments also recognize the impor- 
tance of the mutual aid system, a system that co-ordinates 
firefighting resources in neighbouring municipalities during 
an emergency situation. The amendments authorize the fire 
marshal to appoint fire co-ordinators, determine their duties 
and provide them with immunity from legal action. | 

In addition, the revised legislation will expand application 
of the fire code to cover the occupied parts of buildings 
under construction or renovation. | 

I submit for first reading these amendments to the Fire 
Marshals Act. They will greatly improve the safety and 
security of Ontario residents. 


RESPONSES 


FIREFIGHTING 


Mr Curling: I am glad the minister brought forward 
this amendment to the Fire Marshals Act. As a matter of 
fact, it is Liberal legislation which was introduced in June 
1990. Basically it is a Liberal legislative amendment he 
has brought in. It took him some considerable time to do this. 
If this is indicative of most of the regulations that are now 
sitting in the minister’s office and not being introduced, we 
realize that nothing will be done. 

I am somehow feeling he did not want this to pass. 
having introduced it at such a late stage inthe game. We 


_ have about two days to go before the House adjourns. © 


We had hoped also that the minister would have taken 
some action in regard to the coroner’s inquest into rooming 
houses, specifically the recommendations that were made 
on the Rupert Hotel fire. 

We are quite disappointed. We find that in one of the 
most active ministries in the government, most of the regu- 
lations that should have been introduced in many areas 
have not been done. I hope this is not the way he performs 
in the coming sessions. I am quite disappointed. But we 
hope that Bill 22, which was introduced by the then Solicitor 
General, will be a good guide to the minister. 


NORTHERN HEALTH TRAVEL GRANTS 


Mr Phillips: I am pleased to respond to the announce- 
ment on the northern health travel grants and to say it is 
rather typical, I think, of the government. The health travel 
grants were originally implemented by the previous govern- 
ment in 1985. Then the improvements were announced. 
almost word for word, a year ago in August 1990. Now 
finally, eight months later, the minister has been able to get 
around to examining them and finally announcing them. 

I raised this issue in the Legislature with the previous 
minister in November. The response I got then—the previous 
minister probably will recall—was that she is dealing with 
them and we would be seeing something, I believe the 
words were, “in the next few weeks.” Finally we see the 
announcement today. Believe me, it is essentially the same 
announcement that was made last August. 

Obviously I am particularly delighted on behalf of my 
colleague the member for Kenora, who has been pushing 
very hard for this announcement for some time. 

We are pleased to see at last the northern health travel 
grants coming forward. They are now coming out eight 
months after they were announced by the previous govern- 


ment. The people in the north have been very much wait- 
ing for these announcements to come forward. I would just 
urge the minister to deal as quickly as she can with many 
of the issues that are backing up in the Ministry of Health. 
We really cannot wait eight months for an announcement 
like this to be analysed and then essentially reannounced. 


_ Mr Miclash: I too would like to say I am pleased the 
minister has come forth with an announcement regarding 
the northern health travel grants. As the House will know, this 
was the topic which I surrounded my resolution with on both 
31 May 1990—where it received unanimous approval, I 
must admit—and then again on 4 April 1991, where it 
actually did not receive the approval of the NDP caucus. I 
am just very happy that she has seen fit to go forth today 
and announce these improvements to that travel grant— 
again, as the previous speaker indicated, announcements 


‘that were made back in August by the former Premier. 


I must point out as well, as the minister will know 
through my correspondence and my many discussions 
with her, that a good amount of correspondence to my 
office has been concerning the travel companion, concerning 
the distance and concerning many other things surrounded 


by this. Again, I am happy to be able to report back to my 


constituents that we are finally moving ahead in terms of 


‘meeting their needs in terms of health care throughout the 


north. 
Again, I would just like to say I am happy, even though 


it did take a couple of resolutions and a good amount of 
time, to see these coming forth from the government. 
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FIREFIGHTING 
Mr Carr: | think I speak for all members when I say 


we all believe the fine men and women across this province 
who are working in our fire departments are doing a terrific 


job. I would also say that anything we can do to support 
those men and women in their task would be met with 
support from all members of the House, and I think some 
of the measures they talk about in terms of fire protection 


to help some of the municipalities would be a good thing. 


When we talk about some of the things like the imme- 


diate threat to life, however, we are going to be very inter- 
_ested to see how those things are defined. The problem we 


| 


have with this government is that when we get involved 
with regulations, we are a little bit sceptical and a little bit 


concerned. The last time we had any regulations that were 


doctored in this province, the people of this province lost 
the oath to the Queen, so you can rest assured that when it 
comes to changing the regulations in this province, we will 
be very mindful and will be watching the Solicitor General. 


NORTHERN HEALTH TRAVEL GRANTS 
Mr Eves: I would like to comment on the statement 


made today by the Minister of Health. I never thought I 
would actually live to see this day when the riding of Parry 


Sound, in its entirety—meaning the district of Parry Sound 
and the district of Nipissing, both of them in their entirety— 
was finally included in northern Ontario for the purposes of 
northern health travel grants. 
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This a promise that has been made by succeeding pre- 
miers, ministers of Northern Development and ministers of 
Health over the last fair number of years, I think it is fair to 
say. I recall back to 1988 when the then Minister of North- 
ern Development and Mines and the then Premier of the 
province promised that the Parry Sound riding would be 
included in its entirety in northern Ontario for the purposes 
of all provincial government ministries, boards, agencies 
and commissions, only to find out about a year later, on 1 
June 1989, when the changes went into effect, that several 
ministries still refused to recognize Parry Sound as part of 
northern Ontario. One of these was the Ministry of Health 
and another was the Ministry of Natural Resources, to 
name a couple. 

We then pursued that matter at some length. It took an 
election campaign, during which—14 August 1990, I be- 
lieve the date was—the Premier of the province, Mr Peter- 
son, appeared in Parry Sound at a barbecue to which he 
had all of about 50 red-T-shirted people in attendance, I 
believe. That is an increase compared to previous elec- 
tions, actually; I want to get that on the record. Obviously 
that was a big waste of time because not only did he not do 
anything in that riding in the election campaign; he also 
failed to deliver on his promise to include Parry Sound 
district and Nipissing district in northern Ontario for the 
purposes of the northern health travel grant program. 

I would be very remiss if I did not mention in my 
comments here today the efforts of many municipal officials 
and concerned people in the districts of Parry Sound and 
Nipissing. It.is the people who are less fortunate in society 
who benefit from a program such as this. It is for those 
people that I think everybody has been fighting for a great 
number of years now to have this program include the 
people in this district in their entirety. 

I have received literally hundreds of letters and phone 
calls over the last two to three years with respect to this 
particular problem. Some of those stories are very sad indeed, 
especially with respect to people who require cancer treat- 
ment. They often have had to come to Toronto for treat- 
ment and in some cases literally could not afford to come 
to Toronto as often as they should for this treatment. I am 
pleased that these people will now have that opportunity, 
an opportunity that unfortunately for many has been lost 
over the last few years. 

For those in the future it has been gained, and I would 
sincerely like to extend my thanks to the minister today for 
her commitment. 


ORAL QUESTIONS 


FUEL CONSERVATION TAX 


Mr Nixon: I have a question for the Treasurer. I have 
examined his statement yesterday as carefully as possible 
and read the statements made by the Treasury officials. 
Can he confirm that the former gas guzzler tax as he an- 
nounced it in the budget would impact on about 10% of 
the cars sold in Ontario and that his Bob White fine-tuning 
will impact on about 99% of the cars sold in Ontario? 


Hon Mr Laughren: Yes, I can confirm those numbers 
very roughly and assure the leader of the official opposition 
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that when we made the change we thought very carefully 
about the fact that more cars now would be subjected to 
the fuel conservation tax. We all know a lot of the cars that 
now will have a fuel conservation tax could not be catego- 
rized as gas guzzler automobiles. We appreciate that fact. 
However, the member will notice that the more fuel- 


conservative the car is, the less tax is paid, until you get - 


right down to the point of the most fuel-conservative auto- 
mobiles, where there is for the first time anywhere in 
North America a $100 rebate on the purchase of those 
automobiles. 


Mr Nixon: I appreciate the confirmation from the 
Treasurer. I remember a year ago when he was talking 
about a minimum tax on corporations. It appears this has 
transformed itself into a minimum tax on automobiles. 
Frankly, I have never seen the cars that are not only exempt 
but carry with them a $100 cheque from the Treasurer. 
They are a little small for people like me. On the other hand, 
the Treasurer may have a fleet of them; I do not know. 

It seems to me that his commitment to a minimum tax 
has finally been fulfilled, since every car sold in Ontario 
except for less than 1% will carry a minimum tax of $75, 
and upward from there. 

Can the Treasurer explain why he feels this is going to 
do anything other than augment his revenue? In fact, it will 
have little or no impact on the environment but will have a 
substantial impact on reducing whatever buoyancy there is 
in the car market as it fights against the depredations of 
NDP policy. 

Hon Mr Laughren: I must take issue with what the 
leader of the official opposition says. If we had not con- 
sulted so widely on the change, perhaps I would give some 
credence to what he says. I can tell him that the automobile 
manufacturers say this is a much better package than the 
previous one; the Canadian Auto Workers, the union repre- 
senting the workers, says it is a much better tax; the auto- 
mobile dealers say it is a better tax; and, quite frankly, 
environmentalists in the province are very pleased with 
this tax as well. I think it is not appropriate for the leader 


of the official opposition to depict this tax as anything 


other than a much better package than the previous one. 


Mr Nixon: I am not sure all of the people of the prov- 
ince would agree with the tax as the Treasurer sees it. As a 
matter of fact, it looks as if it were dreamt up by the same 
geniuses who thought of the tire tax, if members know 
what I mean. But in the case of the tire tax, all of that 
money, as the former Minister of the Environment will tell 
members, went to support the environmental budget. We 
were very proud of that accomplishment. At least we not 
only made that commitment but were able to see that it 
was fulfilled. 

In this instance, I know members would agree with me 
that this is nothing more than a tax grab. For the Treasurer 
of Ontario to allow the Minister of Finance for Canada to 
put the GST of 7% on these cars, and then to put his own 
8% on in parallel and then a minimum $75 on top means 
that he is seriously damaging this industry. Surely the peo- 
ple who are contemplating the purchase of a new car will 
postpone it on that basis. 
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What steps is the Treasurer going to take to see that 
there will not be a reduction in car sales and that in fact he 
has not further damaged this industry, which is one of the 
basic foundations of our economy? 


Hon Mr Laughren: The fact is that the previous tax 
was higher on a lot of the categories than is this one. It 
should not be too difficult to understand that if you are 
going to reduce the amount of tax on a certain number of 
vehicles, then you broaden the base. You broaden the base 
so that the revenue base is not eroded. I do not think there 
is anything unreasonable about that. 

What I find difficult to understand is how the leader of 
the official opposition sets himself up as a better expert on 
the automobile industry than the manufacturers, than the 
unions that represent the workers. I do not understand why 
the leader of the official opposition does not understand that 
those people with the most at stake are very supportive of 
this rearranged tax, and he should be too. | 
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Mr Nixon: I discount Bob White’s approval, but the 
president of the Association of International Automobile 
Manufacturers of Canada, Donald McArthur, has said, “As 
the tax stands now, it will damage the automobile industry at 
a time when it is just beginning to recover from recession.” 


FOOD BANKS 


Mr Nixon: I want to move my attention to the Minis- 
ter of Community and Social Services, who, along with 
her party, promised the elimination of food banks. 

The minister is aware that the Canadian Association of 
Food Banks predicted that two million Canadians, 700,000 
of them children, will require emergency food assistance 
in 1991, That is a 40% increase from 1990. The facts and 
figures in Toronto indicate that year over year the demand 
is up 48%. Here in Toronto the Daily Bread Food Bank is 
now supplying food to over 50,000 young people per 
month. Food banks in Ontario are now feeding 275,000 
people a month. 

I would like to ask the minister, although she has already 
conceded many months ago that she will not be able to 
abolish food banks, how she is getting along in providing 
programs that are going to at least level out the increase in 
demand on the food banks in Ontario, and particularly 
Toronto. | 


Hon Ms Akande: The Leader of the Opposition will 
recall that this government has dedicated and addressed 
itself to removing the need for food banks. In an attempt to 
do that, we have been quite effective in moving many of 
the Back on Track recommendations towards achieving 
those ends. We have made it possible for single parents to 
hold on to more of their income because we have taken out 
the tax and reduced the tax and increased the level of 
income they may acquire before they pay Ontario tax. 

We have directed many of the single parents towards 
back-to-work programs and retraining programs. Many of 
them have been quite effective and are now earning income 
and gradually moving off social assistance rolls. We have 
indeed moved in the direction to which we dedicated our- 
selves, that of reducing the need for food banks. 
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_ Mr Nixon: I could not hear all the details, but the 
minister will understand that her answer boils down to the 
fact that her government has increased the payments to the 
needy people by 2%, from the 5% that was allocated in the 
previous budget to 7%. The problem here is that many 
people do not realize there are hundreds and thousands of 
people who depend on this. Many of them voted for the 
NDP because they felt it more sincerely put forward the 
concept that it could do something about the problem. 
‘Now it is 48% worse than it was. The Daily Bread Food 
Bank is rationing food, and now instead of 15% of these 
young people going hungry on a daily basis, it is as many 
as 25%. 

Most of us, believe it or not, are well fed. Most of the 
people who may be watching this exchange are looking 
‘out at one of the best crop years in the history of our 
province. It seems incredible that the NDP, which very 
properly was critical of inadequacies in the past, has not 
been able at least to move in the direction of a solution. In 
fact, it is getting worse. 

Can the minister not give us some specific plan that is 
going to come to grips with this situation, moving at least 
in part towards the solid promise and commitment that she 
and her colleagues made a year ago? 


Hon Ms Akande: We have in fact identified what we 
are doing. We have dedicated $215 million, which by the 
‘way the opposition ‘at that time said was excessive, towards 
directing services to make sure they are fairer, to make 
sure those people who need those services and that support 
‘the most get it, and towards a back-to-work initiative so 
that in fact people are receiving a great deal of assistance. 
It is unfortunate, though, that while we are doing this 
with such dedication and determination, we are affected by 
the policies of the federal government, which make it im- 
possible for us to contradict what is happening in terms of 
unemployment, in terms of its removal from support on 
unemployment insurance and in terms of its continuing with 
the cap on CAP. Yes, our determination has not changed. 


Mr Nixon: The minister and all members of this 
House know that the year-over-year increase in the budget 
was 13.4%, probably the largest in history. The minister 
and all members in this House know that instead of the 
regular $200-million increase for the 22,000 medical prac- 
_titioners, the budget found $484 million extra and it found 
$220 million extra for the civil servants. The minister has 
allocated an extra $1 million to food banks, which is 40 
_cents per month per customer. 

Is she satisfied with this? Does she not understand that, 
_I suppose because of political realities, the pressure on her 
| on this matter has decreased, but the numbers out there are 
_ still going hungry and her commitment has not been ful- 
filled or even nearly fulfilled? 


Hon Ms Akande: Yes, we do understand. These people 
_are real to us, and we have addressed many of the programs we 
have in order to meet their needs. Certainly the supports to 
employment program has done that, the employment op- 
portunities program has done that and our anti-recession 
_ program has done that, and we have met with much success. 


The thing I must emphasize is that while we continue 
to work this way, there are other forces, the recession for 
one and the unemployment numbers for another, which 
work to add more and more people to the needy. I would 
mention to the Leader of the Opposition that when one 
increases social assistance from 5% to 7%, it does make 
for an overall 40% increase. 


COMMUNITY AND SOCIAL SERVICES SPENDING 


Mr Harris: My question as well is for the Minister of 
Community and Social Services, and perhaps explains 
why there is not enough money for those who truly need 
assistance. 

I recently received a copy of a letter to the Premier 
which I believe was also sent to the minister. My copy was 
received about four days ago. It is from a civil servant in her 
ministry’s central regional office. The letter states in part: 

“At a time when welfare rolls are increasing, food 
banks are strained, the number of homeless is growing, 
many of us are outraged by the spending of the senior 
management in central region. Rather than holding senior 
management meetings in the boardrooms, the staff frequent 
resorts and hotels all over southern Ontario and in Metro.” 

Would the minister tell us if, four days after receiving 
this letter, she has investigated this alleged abuse and 
waste of tax dollars? What does she have to say about the 
spending priorities of her ministry’s staff when we hear of 
food banks and those who are needing assistance and we 
see this kind of spending by her ministry’s senior staff? 
Could she tell us the results of that investigation? 

Hon Ms Akande: Yes, I have received the letter and | 
have set about, although not as promptly as the leader of 
the third party has, to ask questions, and those questions 
are directed. 

I would want to correct the member, though, in that he 
has assumed the spending is excessive and unusual. I was 
surprised—I might say I was appalled—to find out about 
the practices of both of our previous governments in terms 
of the use of hotels and extravagant settings. If anything, 
we have reduced that spending and we intend to continue. 

Yes, I am interested in finding the answers, and when I 
do, I will share them with the member in this House. 
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Mr Harris: I would suggest that if the minister spent 
more time looking at what is going on today instead of 
re-reading history from 42 years ago, we might have more 
money for food banks and for the needy and for the hungry. 

I was quoting a civil servant in her ministry who is 
appalled. That is who sent the minister the letter anony- 
mously, because she has not changed the rules as she 
promised for the whistle-blowing legislation. 

While she was asking questions, let me tell her about 
what is going on next. The SkyDome Hotel has confirmed 
a three-day extravaganza for senior staff in the central region 
office at the end of July. Nine rooms have been booked at 
a cost of $90 per night per person. An interoffice memo, 
which incidentally staff are directed to destroy and take out of 
the computer after reading, says, “There will be a voluntary 
evening session on July 31, which includes the Cleveland 
Indians and the Toronto Blue Jays.” 
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Unless these two teams have joined the minister’s staff, 
does she not think this three-day retreat, compliments of 
Ontario taxpayers, is at the very least improper and irre- 
sponsible? 

Hon Ms Akande: I must express my appreciation to 
the leader of the third party for the express information he 
has given me. I must be clear with this House. Let us be 
frank. I will deal with this immediately and I do appreciate 
it. But I am interested in history, because unless we learn 
our history, we are condemned to repeat it, and that would 
be the last thing we would want to do. 


Mr Harris: The minister had the letter at the same 
time I had. The Premier had the letter at the same time I 
had. It is tough over here, with our resources, keeping 
track of every ministry. One would think the minister 
could look after her own. 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


Mr Harris: I know it is tough for the minister to hear 
because her own caucus will not shut up but, if they would 
like to hear, I think the minister has a problem. 

In addition to nine rooms, a two-level suite has been 
booked at a cost of $350 per night for two nights. That 
Suite is reserved for the director of central region. That 
director works and lives in Toronto, yet taxpayers are 
going to spend $700 to put her up in a luxurious suite at 
the SkyDome. This may be how Bob White and the Trea- 
surer plan to pay down the SkyDome’s debt, but I think it 
is shocking that, according to this letter, we are going to 
pay down the SkyDome’s debt instead of looking after the 
poor, the hungry, the homeless and the food banks that 
were raised by the leader of the Liberal Party. 

We have already spent thousands of dollars to give this 
director a bigger office, colour TV, china for 50 people, so 
she could hold these things in her own office—redecorated 
it, a bigger office. While children are going hungry, where 
are the minister’s priorities? 


Hon Ms Akande: My priorities are where they always 
are. I have already expressed some surprise and some con- 
cern and I will continue to do so. Let me reiterate my 
promise to the leader of the third party. I certainly will get 
complete and specific information and share it directly 
with the member in this House. 


INMATE SECURITY 


Mr Carr: My question is to the Minister of Correc- 
tional Services. The minister may have read the headline 
that was in one of our papers in the Hamilton area: “Guard 
Watched While An Inmate Was Killed.” The article said: 

“Two guards watched while a 63-year-old inmate was 
beaten to death by an enraged cellmate in one of the jails. 
Under jail regulations, the guards were powerless to inter- 
vene, an Ontario court jury was told. The third guard had 
to be present before they could intervene.” 

What is the minister doing to ensure that incidents like 
this do not happen in Ontario? 


Hon Mr Farnan: All I can say to the member is that 
our policy is under review. 
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Mr Carr: The Minister of Correctional Services will 
also note that one of the staff psychiatrists who was testifying 
said the man was likely suffering from an acute psychiatric 
episode, which had started before the victim had arrived at 
the facility. After this incident, he was moved out of the 
dormitory and placed in a two-person protective custody 
cell, which was already housing another individual. We 
had a situation where a man had been violent with the 
police, he went into protective custody and, as a result of 
that, the man died. Why was this individual not put in 
secure protective custody alone, without another prisoner? — 


Hon Mr Farnan: Whenever a situation like this occurs 
within an institution, the matter automatically becomes a 
matter for an inquest. Obviously when the matter is under 
review in an inquest, it is inappropriate for a comment to 
be made. That is very clear. | 


Mr Carr: My concern is that this may be happening 
and we may be able to prevent deaths. We cannot afford to 
wait. If there is a problem, I think what the people of 
Ontario would like to see is that we take corrective actions 
in case we have another tragedy on our hands. 

This would appear to be a case where an individual with 
a psychiatric disorder was placed in another prisoner’s cell 
as a result of overcrowding. When the minister was in 
Opposition, he said we should take action to reduce the 
overcrowding in our prisons. This very clearly is a case 
where, as a result of the overcrowding, we have now hada 
death. What is the minister doing to make sure that any- 
body with any psychiatric problems is not being put in a 
cell with other individuals where he may inflict punish- 
ment upon them? 


Hon Mr Farnan: Within our system we are responsible 
for a large range of individuals, many of them requiring 
treatment. We have facilities that range from Ontario Cor- 
rectional Institute, where there are very, very excellent 
treatment programs that compare with the best in the 
world. It is our continuing intent to give the best level of 
treatment to all of those within our care. That continues to 
be our goal. At the same time, the treatment would be 
geared to the individual. We also have a responsibility for 
security and for the people who work within our system. 
We try to balance all of these and we continue to refine the 
process as we go along. 


CHILD CARE SERVICES 


Ms Poole: My question is for the Minister of Education. 
As the minister knows, her ministry provides 100% capital 
funding for child care centres in new and replacement 
schools on her priority list. Mr Speaker, you yourself are a 
Metro member and you are very much aware that in Metro 
we are not building new schools. However, we are replacing 
our older schools which desperately need it. 

Many of those schools currently have child care centres 
which should be replaced when the schools are rebuilt, but 
the Minister of Education is refusing to allow these 
schools even to go on the waiting list for capital funding 
for child care. Without this funding, when the schools are 
rebuilt, the existing child care facilities will not be rebuilt. 
If these spaces are lost, not only will the associated jobs be 


‘ost but more importantly our children will be left without 
vare. 

__ I know of nine replacement schools among the six 
school boards in Metro where the minister has denied 
‘unding for the construction of child care centres. I would 
ask the minister, when the need has been proven and has 
»een documented, why is she refusing to fund these des- 
erately needed child care centres in Metro Toronto? 
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Hon Mrs Boyd: The member is quite right that under 
he current capital allocation scheme, the situation for Metro- 
olitan Toronto means these replacement schools are not 
entitled to child care funding, as she stated. The Minister 
of Community and Social Services and I are very aware of 
this problem and have been talking at some depth about 
now the Ministry of Community and Social Services, 
which is the lead ministry in terms of child care, and the 
Ministry of Education might find some way to collaborate 
‘o prevent this from happening. 

I should point out to the member that this is a concern 

aot only in Metro Toronto, although it is most urgent in 
Metro Toronto, but in some other areas where previously 
unused school space has been converted to child care 
space and now, with the increased demand, there is a real 
need for this. 
_ Weare very aware of it. We are trying to deal with it as 
best we can under the recession. We can only assure the 
member that it is not through lack of caring, but through 
our need to come up with a comprehensive child care plan 
that is going to address this and similar issues. 


Ms Poole: This is more than a matter of caring; this is 
a matter of equity. All we want in Metro Toronto is our fair 
share for child care. By restricting funding for child care to 
the construction of new schools and by denying it for re- 
placement and renovated schools, the minister has clearly 
discriminated against Metro. How can she justify it? 

She cannot deny that the need in Metro is particularly 
acute. We have the highest number of single parents in the 
province and we receive no funding from the province for 
education. We know the minister has saved $2 million by 
cutting the Ontario scholar award. If she insists on making 
that cut, why does she not do something worth while with 
the money and give Metro its fair share for child care? 


Hon Mrs Boyd: The member is well aware that under 
the general legislative grants there is a formula that was 
intended to ensure some equity. It is a formula that is based 
on the assessment base of municipalities and on an equal- 
ized mill rate. Under that formula, Metropolitan Toronto is 
entitled to no grants, either capital or operating, at the 
present time. We have indicated very clearly that we do see 
problems with equity in this. We have made a commitment 
in this House many times to look at the financing of educa- 
tion, to revisit this whole issue of how are funds are di- 
vided in the province, and certainly we see this as a first call. 

I should remind the member that during the discussion 
of Bill 30, we clearly indicated our intention of changing 
the regulations to allow replacement and renovated schools 
to include child care facilities. That still will not affect 
Metropolitan Toronto under the current allocation grants. 
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The member is quite right that we need to be looking at 
this and finding ways to attain more equity and funding of 
education across the province. At the present time, how- 
ever, until we do that study, we are simply not in a position 
to change our formula willy-nilly. 


ONTARIO ECONOMY 


Mr Runciman: My question is for the Premier. Last 
Friday I met with representatives of the corporation of the 
city of Brockville and 21 manufacturers representing well 
over 1,000 jobs in my community. They were expressing 
concerns with respect to tax levels in this province and 
administrative costs brought on by legislation, much of it 
brought in by the former Liberal government. They were 
talking about proposed legislation that the Minister of Labour 
and other ministers have talked about. 

Today I tabled a resolution from the city of Brockville 
calling on the Premier to respond to the concerns of these 
manufacturers, many of whom are suggesting they are 
going to move out of the province, freeze expansion or 
even close. Besides inciting 1930s class rhetoric with Conrad 
Black, what is the Premier planning to do to initiate con- 
structive discussion to resolve the very real concerns of 
Ontario’s business community? 


Hon Mr Rae: | appreciate the question. I was meeting 
with the mayor of Brockville, among others, on Thursday 
when I had an opportunity to talk very directly to him and 
to the other eastern Ontario mayors about their concerns. I 
want to say to the member that I think I have had nearly 
100 meetings with members of the business community 
since 6 September. 

At the last meeting I had at the Premier’s Council, to 
which I call people together from all sectors of the com- 
munity, I made it very clear that there is no room in this 
province for a return to the outdated views of the 1930s, 
1940s or 1950s, that we do have to work together, that this 
government is interested in working with people and that 
we are determined to do so. 

We have also stated very clearly that the policies we 
bring forward are ones that are going to be discussed with 
people. I think the Treasurer yesterday showed this very 
clearly. We had the industry, the manufacturers, the workers, 
the environmental community and the dealers all on side, 
and the Treasurer willing to make a creative change. I 
think we have shown that we are willing to do this and that 
we are interested in doing this. 

Anyone who is in the Premier’s chair has to speak on 
behalf of all the people. That includes the manufacturers of 
this province as well as the workers of the province. I am 
interested in working with the manufacturing sector. I have 
been talking with them and trying to do my best to work with 
them since becoming Premier. We are going to continue to 
do that as we face the most difficult structural change we 
have faced as a province since the Depression. 


Mr Runciman: We have heard a lot of rhetoric in this 
House from the Premier with respect to co-operation and 
partnership, but reality is something quite different. The 
response I got from the mayor of Brockville, when he met 
with the Premier and other mayors from eastern Ontario 
and raised these very real concerns of manufacturers in 
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eastern Ontario, was that the response from the Premier 
was less than positive, that he was rather agitated that the 
matter was raised. That is the response the mayor reports 
to me. 

The business community is sounding the alarm bells. 
The message is loud and clear. If jobs are to be saved, if 
business is to remain in Ontario and remain competitive, 
then the policy direction must change and it must change 
now. Will the Premier commit to a full consultation with 
the business community and, in his words, “co-operate 
with business,” or is he hog-tied to his ideological view 
that capitalism is an offence in NDP Ontario? 


Hon Mr Rae: I must tell the members that since I 
have a cottage in the member’s constituency, I consider 
myself at least a part-time constituent of the member for 
Leeds-Grenville. 

The member, whose views and outspokenness are well 
known in the House, has asked me not to be ideological on 
these questions and I can assure him that is exactly the 
approach I intend to take. He said, “Will we consult with 
business?” Of course we will. We do so with a sense of 
clear responsibility and with a sense of eager anticipation, 
because our sense is that the vast majority of business 
people in this province want to continue to do business in 
Ontario because they know it is a good place to do busi- 
ness, because the workforce is keen and positive and be- 
cause the quality and the standard of life have been 
described, in the latest survey conducted by the World 
Economic Institute at Davos, as the second-best anywhere 
in the world. 

We happen to think we are in a very difficult period in 
terms of the economy, but we are determined to work with 
everyone, I might add including very much the member 
for Leeds-Grenville. 
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GRAPE AND WINE INDUSTRY 


The Speaker: The Minister of Consumer and Com- 
mercial Relations has an answer to a question asked earlier. 


Hon Ms Churley: I would like to take this opportu- 
nity to respond to the question raised yesterday by the 
honourable member for Leeds-Grenville and, I hear, part- 
time MPP for the Premier. 

It is important that I take a moment to answer this 
question now, as promised, because after looking into this 
issue for the member, I realized the reason I had such 
trouble answering the question. I remembered that when I 
heard the member’s statement a month ago, I had the same 
trouble with it. The problem is that the question and the 
statement were distorted; there were inaccuracies in his 
basic premise. I would like to answer it now. 

The member talked about the purchase of surplus 
grapes by this government. This whole argument seemed to 
be based on that premise. In fact, it is the federal govern- 
ment that purchases the excess grapes, not the provincial 
government. We help the grape industry in other ways, but 
it is the federal government. 

He also implied that the LCBO gives preferential treat- 
ment to foreign brandy products. This also is not true. The 
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Liquor Control Board of Ontario carries a wide variety of 
brandy— 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Would the member take her seat for a 
moment, please. 


Mr Mahoney: I am just trying to help you, Mr 
Speaker. 


The Speaker: I appreciate the help of all members. At 
this point the greatest help you could be would be to remain’ 
quiet so that I can hear the response. I ask the minister to 
make her response as succinctly as possible. 


Hon Ms Churley: I am not,sure the member who is 
concerned about this question was able to hear. I will con- 
tinue quickly. 

The LCBO does carry a wide variety of brandy, including 
five different sizes of the Rieder Distillery small cask brandy. 
I would be happy to further enlighten the member on this 
issue later, if it so pleases the Speaker at this point. 


Mr Runciman: That is a very generous offer, that the 
minister is going to enlighten me, when I raised this issue 
yesterday and she was not familiar with it at all. In fact, 
she still does not have her facts straight. 

The reality is I was talking about the LCBO not pur- 
chasing brandy from an Ontario producer. I am not talking 
about it having products on the LCBO shelves; of course it 
does. I am talking about products carrying the LCBO crest, 
the Ontario crest, that are purchased from France. They are 
not purchasing Rieder brandy. Rieder brandy is in its own 
bottles on the shelves of the LCBO. I posed the question to 
the minister, why does the LCBO not start supporting an 
Ontario producer, an Ontario distillery and start purchasing 
brandy from Rieder’? It is as simple as that. 


Hon Ms Churley: The member still does not have the 
story straight on this. As I just said, the LCBO sells this 
particular type of brandy, five different sizes of it, in all its 
stores across Ontario. 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. Will the member take her seat, 
please. It is not productive to simply shout at each other. 


MENTAL HEALTH SERVICES 


Mr H. O’Neil: My question is to the Minister of 
Health. Last year, in response to a questionnaire circulated 
by the Ontario division of the Canadian Mental Health 
Association, the Premier stated that he fully supported the 
Graham report which established a comprehensive model 
for community mental health services and that he would 
urge the government to implement it. 

Now that the member for Beaches-Woodbine is the 
Minister of Health, would she explain why we have heard 
nothing about the Graham report, which emphasizes com- 
munity-based mental health delivery, and can she tell us, 
what is her timetable for implementation? 

I raise this because I am told by officials of the Hastings- 
Prince Edward county community mental health program 
in my riding that there are waiting lists of up to anywhere 
from three to six months in our area. These are people who 
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require counselling for mental health, suicidal tendencies 
and sexual abuse. 


Hon Ms Lankin: I can give a preliminary response to 

the member today. I cannot be completely detailed in 
terms of the time frame at this point in time for implemen- 
tation. The ministry has been working, as the member is 
well aware, on a number of the recommendations from the 
Graham report. Our government is very committed to 
those recommendations. 
__ [have been reviewing some of the suggestions flowing 
from the ministry coming out of that, with respect to the 
community advisory boards working with the psychiatric 
hospitals and the regional structures that might be put in 
place to work with the community mental health side of it, 
in conjunction with some of the planning that would im- 
plement those Graham recommendations. 

We are currently working on that. In the time I have 
been in this portfolio it is something I have been getting up 
to speed on and intend to move ahead with. I cannot give the 
member an actual time frame right now—and that is not a 
matter of stalling; I personally do not know the time frames 
involved yet—but I will get that answer for the member. 


Mr H. O’Neil: The next question I am going to raise 
is going to have some shocking figures, at least figures that 
are very shocking for me. Fundamental to the Graham 
report is the sense that mental health services need to be 
integrated to make them responsive and accessible to all 
who need them. Yet the system in the Hastings and Prince 
Edward area is so fractured that case loads are being juggled 
in order to respond to demand. 

Even more horrifying is the incidence of suicide over 
the past 12 months. Staff of the community mental health 
program in Hastings and Prince Edward counties, a service 
for children and adults, are aware of seven suicides among 
teenagers and 22 adult suicides in the last year. I relate that 
again to the three- to six-month waiting list. Community 
mental health services in Hastings and Prince Edward 
counties have submitted a proposal for additional staff to 

serve the area. We have a crisis in our area. Can the minister 
tell me how she is prepared to act on it? 


Hon Ms Lankin: The member for Quinte indicates 
that a report has been submitted from the group, and I will 
undertake to review that report expeditiously. However, I 
_know reports such as that are being activated from many 
_areas around the province through the district health councils 
and through working with the mental health community 
out there. Quite frankly, I share his sense of urgency about 
moving in this area. Some of those reports are further devel- 
oped in both their community development and the review 
by the ministry. I know the areas of Durham, for example, 
are looking at the catchment area for Whitby Psychiatric 
Hospital and the community mental health services there. 
That has been under review for some time and there are 
some suggestions coming forward in that area. 
I will undertake to look at the specific report the member 
_is referring to, from that area of the province, but I suggest 
it is in the context of a shortage of services across the 
whole province that need to be addressed. 


PAY EQUITY FUND 


Mr Eves: I have a question of the Minister of Health 
in her capacity as Chairman of Management Board of 
Cabinet. The hospitals in Ontario have been waiting for 
approximately four and a half months to access the pay 
equity assistance fund initially announced by the Treasurer 
on 11 February 1991. At that time he announced some 
$100 million was being set aside by the Treasury. Then in 
his budget of 29 April he announced that a further $25 
million was being set aside to help with pay equity costs for 
different transfer agencies such as hospital boards, munici- 
palities and boards of education across the province. 

Hospitals across this province have been closing beds 
and laying off staff. As my colleague alluded to earlier, a 
university hospital in London last week announced the 
closing of the entire ninth floor; 57 beds are being closed 
and between 75 and 100 people are being laid off at this 
one hospital alone. Could the minister please tell the 
House, and more particularly the hospitals in the province, 
why they have had to wait almost a quarter of the way 
through the fiscal year and still have not gained access to 
this fund? 
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Hon Ms Lankin: The member raises a number of is- 
sues in the preamble to his question. I would like to try to 
address a couple of those so I can give him as full an 
answer as possible. 

With respect to the hospital budget process, as I have 
responded a number of times to the member for Scarbor- 
ough-Agincourt, who has raised this issue, as of next week 
we should be receiving all of the budgets from the hospitals. 
The deadline is currently the middle of June. We will have 
a chance to review the implications of those budget cuts in 
a number of areas. Having said that, there are also a number 
of formulas of growth and equity funding. We are review- 
ing the reports from the various hospitals to try to put this 
in place. 

I met with the Ontario Hospital Association on Friday 
morning, with the assistant deputy minister of institutional 
health there, and I gave an undertaking to expedite that 
process and get that money to the hospitals this fall. We 
are working closely with them. They admitted that the 
hospitals themselves are part of the problem. 

Mr Speaker, you are getting anxious but there were 
several parts to the question. 

With respect specifically to the question about pay equity 
funding that the member raises, the Ministry of Treasury 
and Economics is currently working— 


The Speaker: Would the minister take her seat, 
please. If it is of help, sometimes if there are quite detailed 
responses to the members they might best be put in written 
form or on Orders and Notices. We do try to limit the 
amount of time for responses. 


Mr Eves: With respect to the minister’s remarks, I 
have talked to the OHA. Officials there tell me they have 
asked her ministry several times how they could access 
this fund and, including her meeting with them last Friday, 
they are still in the dark as to how they can access it. In 
fact, they indicated to me that she told them they should be 
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contacting the Treasurer to see how they could access the 
fund. This does not coincide with what the Treasurer said 
on 11 February in this House when he stated, “The minis- 
tries responsible will be in touch with the major transfer 
groups to explain how to access these funds.” 

The OHA says that it has been in touch with her minis- 
try several times and that her ministry does not know how 
to access the fund. They claim she indicated to them on 
Friday that they should talk to the Treasurer. The Treasurer 
said on 11 February that they should talk to her. What is 
going on over there and why can these people not get 
access to this money? 


Hon Ms Lankin: That is a fair question. With all due 
respect to the ruling of the Speaker, I have to say that if 
members are going to ask very long, detailed questions, it 
is only fair that we get a chance to respond or we will be 
criticized by the members of the opposition. 

Specifically to respond to the question the member 
asked, I did meet with the OHA on Friday morning. I 
genuinely do not recall suggesting to them that they should 
contact the Treasurer; I believe I said those discussions 
were ongoing with Treasury. If I left that impression with 
them, it was incorrect and I can correct that and speak with 
them directly. 

The member is quite correct that our ministry will be 
giving them the response directly. That is what the Trea- 
surer said and that is what we will be doing. We are cur- 
rently working with the Ministry of Treasury and 
Economics to develop a plan of how the transfer payment 
agencies will access that. The member is right in that we 
have not got that finalized yet. We have informed the OHA 
of that. I told them that as of Friday morning and we will 
get to them as soon as we can with a response. 


The Speaker: The Minister of Natural Resources has 
an answer to a question asked previously. 


ROUGE VALLEY 


Hon Mr Wildman: Yesterday the member for 
Timaskaming raised a question with regard to an area of 
natural and scientific interest, an ANSI, in Pickering near 
the Rouge Valley. I have some details in response to that 
question. 


Interjections. 


Hon Mr Wildman: Does he want an answer or not? 
The proposed subdivision development is adjacent to the 
Rouge River ANSI that was referred to in my response 
yesterday. The ministry has not identified a great blue 
heron nesting site actually within the 55-hectare Bramalea 
development area. The ministry will continue to protect 
the species where their rookeries are located in the Rouge 
Valley. 

The development has been given draft approval and 
commitments have been made by the municipality under 
the Planning Act, but last night the municipality deferred final 
approval until August. The ministry is currently reviewing 
the subdivision plan to determine the impact of storm 
water runoff on the surrounding area. We had engineers on 
the site yesterday and are looking for the developer to 
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ensure that the storm water concerns will be addressed) 
effectively and sensitively. 

I will work with my colleague the Minister of Municiaal 
Affairs to review the proposed development and look to) 
the councillors in Pickering to ensure that the local environ- | 
mental considerations are addressed in the future. 


The Speaker: Order. 


| 
| 


Hon Mr Wildman: The members obviously do not! 


want the answer. 


Mr Ramsay: I am quite happy to have the answer. 1 
just would like to raise a point of order, Mr Speaker: Is it 
appropriate and part of the rules of order of the House that. 


after a minister has given an answer to a question properly 


laid on the previous day, the minister has another opportunity 


just to stand up and volunteer another question? 


The Speaker: A point of order, yes, indeed. When 
members ask questions to which the minister promises a 
response, the minister then can respond, to which the 


member who originally asked the question has an opportu- 


nity for a supplementary in answer to that, of course, and 
then back to the rotation normally followed, in this case 


another member from your caucus. So the member may 
pose a supplementary if he wishes. 


MINISTER’S OFFICE 


Mr Scott: I have a question for the Minister of Com- 
munity and Social Services. I want her to understand that it 
is a frustration to the opposition, which gets only about 
four or five questions each day to ask of ministers, when 
an important question about food banks and homelessness 
in Toronto is put aside by generalities of the type we had 
this afternoon in response to my leader’s questions. 

If we cannot get specific answers from the Minister of 
Community and Social Services, I wonder whether she can 
answer these specific questions. We have been advised that 
in the last few months, notwithstanding the enormous dif- 
ficulties in funding food banks, the minister was able to 
allocate, dredge up and spend more than $56,000 redeco- 
rating her personal office in the ministry, which was fine 
when Charles Beer left it. 

Will the minister explain why and on whose authority 
she expended that money, and would she be good enough 
to tell the people in my riding of St George-St David, 
which is an enormous homeless and food bank community, 
how many children would have been fed if that money had 
been spent on food banks and not on redecorating her couch? 

Hon Ms Akande: I am very happy to have this ques- 
tion. As a matter of fact, the member is incorrect. He may 
visit my office if he doubts that, and so may the others in 
the opposition. I have not redecorated my office. I have 
replaced the rug and— 

Interjection. 

The Speaker: Order. 


Hon Ms Akande: The carpet has been replaced. The 
boardroom to which the member refers is now the board- 
room of the deputy minister. The carpet has been replaced 
because of an allergy to mould. We found that mould was 
growing within the office. There has not been a redecomy 
tion of my office. 


25 JUNE 1991 


2299 


Mr Scott: I would like to have from the minister an 
vaccount of what was expended on the decoration of her 
office. I understand decoration may have another kind of 
‘meaning in other parts of Toronto, but for me the purchase 
‘of a new rug is decorating the office. I would like to have 
in the House, from the minister, at the first available op- 
portunity, a list of the purchases that were made to redeco- 
rate her office and the cost of them. I do this not because I 
am opposed to new rugs; I do it because in Metro Toronto 
‘the demand for food banks has increased 40% over the 
year. Can I have the minister’s undertaking to have that 
information tomorrow? 

Hon Ms Akande: I would gladly present to the member 
‘the information concerning the redecoration of my office. I 
hope that at that time it will be appropriate for him to 
correct the information he so eagerly got about its cost, 
because it is inaccurate. The laying of new carpet is necessary 


because of health conditions within the office. 
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APPRENTICESHIP TRAINING 


Mrs Cunningham: My question is for the Minister of 
Skills Development. I do not see him here right now. The 
ministry has not told us he would be away. If he cannot be 
found, I will put the question to the Minister of Education. 
I am sure she is aware that in London the trustees recently 


_backed a plan to expand technological studies to all class- 
rooms. They talked about the importance of stressing the 
need for teaching, technology and technological training in 


our elementary schools. 

This information is not new. It is something that should 
be done. It has to be encouraged from time to time, but it is 
absolutely not a major breakthrough in the delivery of edu- 
cation in Ontario. What is needed is co-operation among 
the Ministry of Education, the Ministry of Skills Develop- 
ment and the Ministry of Colleges and Universities to get 
those apprenticeship training programs down into the 
classrooms where they are most important, where they can 


not only help our young people become skilled, help Ontario 


become more competitive but, more important, where they can 


_ actually help and support young people to stay in school. 


/ 


| 


Can the minister advise this House today as to what 
steps she has taken in moving apprenticeship training pro- 


_ grams into the elementary and secondary schools, or spe- 


cifically the secondary schools, where they are definitely 


- needed? 


Hon Mrs Boyd: I am very pleased to answer the 


_ member for London North. I too was very pleased that our 
_ local board of education passed that resolution and I know 
that the technological renewal grants we have given from 
the Ministry of Education will assist it and many other 
school boards across the province to do so. 


The Ministry of Education is involved in the restructuring 


of education. The first piece of that restructuring was to 


look at the needs for technological education. The consul- 
tation that has been out among educators in the province 
for some time is now complete and the analysis of the 
feedback from that consultation should be available in the 
early fall for the major conference where we plan to look 
at where we are with restructuring. 


We are working on with it well. We are working to- 
gether with the Ministry of Colleges and Universities, par- 
ticularly in terms of the linkages that were recommended 
in the Vision 2000 report, to ensure that we are linking 
together the elementary, secondary and post-secondary ed- 
ucational areas in this field. 


Mrs Cunningham: Certainly I have been a school 
board trustee for many years and this change has been 
necessary for at least the last decade. All previous govern- 
ments did not act when requested to do so by the young 
people in this province. 

The Minister of Education knows and I know that the 
ratios of apprentices to journeymen are not sufficient, nor 
have they been changed or looked at. We need more place- 
ments for young apprenticeship people in the province. We 
have talked about business, government and labour work- 
ing together; I have not been particularly successful in 
getting that working. Really, this province and country are 
sick of rhetoric. What specifically have the minister and 
the Minister of Skills Development done in order to talk to 
both business and unions about changing those apprentice- 
journeyman ratios to date? 


Hon Mrs Boyd: At the present time I can certainly tell 
the member that we have been quite concerned about it. 
The various actions that could be taken have been discussed 
on a number of occasions. It is certainly a major issue for the 
Premier’s Council on the Economy and Quality of Life. At 
the present time, the discussion centres around how to im- 
prove that ratio, given the reluctance there has been on the 
part of many members of our community to do so, and 
how, from our point of view in education, we can more 
effectively improve the vision and value of the whole ap- 
prenticeship program. 

We find that our major task in the elementary and sec- 
ondary schools is encouraging students and their parents to 
recognize the value of skilled trades and to try to enter into 
those. We need the assistance of business and industry and 
labour in order to raise the profile of those very important 
professions. We are working hard to do that in our sector 
and are prepared to work well with Skills Development 
and the Premier’s Council in terms of this issue. 


ENERGY CONSERVATION 


Mr Mills: My question today is for the Minister of 
Energy. 

My constituents have told me through householder 
mailbacks that one of the most important issues of concern 
to them is the environment. I know this government’s new 
energy directions show its commitment to the environment 
by emphasizing conservation and efficiency. How will the 
proposed changes to the Power Corporation Act further 
this policy direction and help Ontario Hydro encourage 
conservation and efficiency? 

Hon Ms Carter: It is a pleasure to be able to inform 
the House how this government is putting Ontario in the 
lead in North America in energy conservation and effi- 
ciency. We are encouraging and enabling Ontario Hydro to 
look at all energy options and to consider the best interests 
of the environment and the consumer in making its deci- 
sions. A key amendment to the Power Corporation Act 
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allows Ontario Hydro to encourage fuel substitution. For 
example, in home heating, where natural gas is available, 
there are environmental and often cost benefits in its use. 
This will allow Hydro to support the delivery of the type 
of energy which is most appropriate to the end use. 


The Speaker: The time for oral questions has expired. 


USE OF QUESTION PERIOD 


Mr Elston: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: When 
the member for Algoma, the Minister of Natural Re- 
sources, stood and said he had an answer to a question 
previously asked, I would have joined the fray at that 
point, but my colleague the member for Timiskaming 
stood and raised a point of order. 

I think it is quite clear, as we reviewed the Hansard 
from before, that the minister had never really indicated he 
was coming back to the House. What he was doing was 
providing a supplementary answer to a question he already 
answered yesterday. He answered both parts of the ques- 
tion, and I think, more just for guidance, it happened to be 
the member for Durham East, and luckily on the third try 
he finally got his question in. But the member was disad- 
vantaged and there was no indication that the material the 
honourable minister was providing to us, although helpful, 
could not have been sent by dispatch to the member for 
Timiskaming, rather than coming into question period and 
actually taking up some more time at that point. 

I think it is quite clear there is room in the standing 
orders, when he has given an undertaking to return with an 
answer, that he can very well do that. There was no such 
indication in a review of Hansard. I wish to bring that to 
your attention only so we can progress with the question 
period. At that stage, Mr Speaker, we also sort of lost 
several minutes on the clock. 

J just bring it to your attention for information purposes 
and ask that if people have more material to provide after a 
question has been asked, maybe they should do it by way 
of a statement, because this likewise could have been done 
in a minister’s statement today, to supplement information 
we were given yesterday, and it would have then been able 
to elicit a reply from my colleague. I just think we must be 
more precise in what the rules allow. I am quite happy 
when more information is made available, but there are 
other mechanisms. : 

Hon Mr Wildman: I take the comments of the oppo- 
sition House leader seriously. There was certainly no in- 
tention on my part to take up the time of the House. I was 
attempting to provide information following on from the 
answer I gave yesterday, that I thought would be helpful to 
the member for Timiskaming and, frankly, the reason I 
chose to give an answer in this way was to afford the 
member the opportunity to have a supplementary question, 
rather than doing it as a statement. That was my purpose 
and, frankly, I was surprised that he did not take the oppor- 
tunity for a supplementary. I certainly was not intending to 
waste the time of the House. The information was important 
and I was doing it as a service to the opposition member. I 
apologize if I was out of order. 


Mr Ramsay: On this point, Mr Speaker, I would like to 
thank the member for Algoma for giving me that opportunity. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


I did not take advantage of that opportunity because I felt 
he was out of order and I wanted to bring that to your) 
attention. But I appreciate that opportunity. Obviously, in| 
this case there is a difference of opinion between the 
Rouge advisory committee and the officials of the Ministry — 
of Natural Resources as to the exact location of this | 
Pinegrove Forest and— | 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: The member for Timiskaming, would 
you take your seat, please. 
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Mr Eves: On the same point, Mr Speaker: Just suffice it 
to say that I concur with the remarks made by the official | 
opposition House leader, in that standing order 32(a) in fact 
does not make provision where a question has already been 
answered the previous day and the minister has not under- | 
taken that he or she will take the question as notice and give 
an answer on a later day. It is inappropriate for the minister to | 
stand up on a succeeding day and then really, in effect, an- 
swer the same question twice. If the minister had taken the 
question as notice yesterday, then he would have been quite 
proper with what he did today, but that was not the case, as I 
understand it. I would just bring that matter to your attention. 


The Speaker: That is fine. To the member for Bruce, 
the member for Parry Sound and the Minister of Natural 
Resources, the point is well taken. The Chair is placed in 
an awkward position when notified by a minister that he or 
she has the answer to a question asked previously. Of 
course, all members are aware that when that occurs and 
the supplementary is then given to the person who asked 
the question, in effect the government backbenchers have 
lost an opportunity to ask a question. That, from a reading 
of the rules, seems to me to be a balancing with respect to 
the opportunities for all members to ask questions. 

Your points are well taken, and of course along the 
same line, where there are very detailed questions that 
would certainly require detailed responses, maybe some of 
those could be put in Orders and Notices. 


MOTIONS 


CONSIDERATION OF BILLS 


Miss Martel moved that standing order 85, respecting 
notice of committee hearings, be suspended for the consider- 
ation of Bill Pr70 and Bill Pr82 by the standing committee 
on regulations and private bills on Wednesday 26 June 1991. 


Motion agreed to. 


PRIVATE MEMBERS’ PUBLIC BUSINESS 


Miss Martel moved that Mr Turnbull and Mr Cousens 
exchange places in the order of precedence for private 
members’ public business. 


Motion agreed to. 
PETITIONS 


PROVINCIAL COLLEGES 


Mr Daigeler: I have a petition signed by some 34 
residents from the Ottawa-Carleton area. The petition 
reads as follows: 


“Whereas Ontario provincial colleges are not required 
by provincial law to pay sessional teachers the 4% holiday 
pay that all Ontario employers are required to pay their 
employees, we request that the Legislative Assembly move 
‘to include these provincial colleges in the above men- 
tioned law.” 


RENT REVIEW 


Mr Carr: I am pleased to table a petition to the Lieu- 
tenant Governor and the Legislative Assembly of Ontario 
signed by residents of the Diplomat apartment buildings in 
Burlington urging the Minister of Housing to review the 
increases of rent that have occurred at the Diplomat apart- 
‘ment buildings at 5166 and 5170 Lakeshore Road to estab- 
lish whether these increases are within the legal 
requirements. 


ELECTRICAL POWER PROJECT 


Mr Ramsay: I have a petition here: 

“Whereas the Chiblow Lake dam site north of Iron 
Bridge, located at the south end of Big Chiblow Lake, has 
a proposal submitted for a hydraulic generating station; 

“Whereas this proposal involves a major lake-trout- 
producing lake for the area, a deer migration route and a 

local scenic attraction; 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Parliament of On- 

tario as follows: 

“To halt all proceedings for this project and preserve 
_ this unique site from future danger.“ 

I will append my signature to this petition. 


_ AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE 


Ms Poole: I have a petition signed by over 100 em- 
ployees of AXA Home Insurance Co: . 

“We, the undersigned, beg leave to petition the Parlia- 
ment of Ontario as follows: 

“Whereas a government takeover of the automobile in- 
surance industry will involve job loss and dislocation for 
private sector employees; and 

“Whereas a government monopoly leads to increased 
costs through inefficiencies and hidden tax subsidies and 
eliminates the public’s right to individual freedom of choice; 

“We believe that the insurance needs of the Ontario 

_ public are best served by private industry in an open, compet- 
itive, free enterprise market system, rather than a govern- 
ment-run monopoly. 

“We want to keep our jobs. We do not want the NDP 
government to take over the automobile insurance in 
Ontario.” 

I have appended my signature to this petition. 


TAXATION 
Mr Harris: I have a petition that is signed by 5,186 
residents of Hamilton and region, all collected by one indi- 
vidual who attempted to present it to the Premier or the 
_ Treasurer. They would not accept it, so I am presenting it 
in the House this way to them. It reads: 
“We, the undersigned, beg leave to petition the Legisla- 
_ tive Assembly of Ontario as follows: 
“We will not tolerate any more tax increases. The pro- 
_ posed budget would push the accumulated provincial debt 
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to over $50 billion. This translates into a tax burden of 
$5,000 for every woman, man and child in the province. 

“Ontario is already the highest taxed jurisdiction in 
North America. The NDP government expects to squeeze 
an additional $1 billion in new taxes out of the Ontario 
residents next year. 

“The taxpayers of Ontario want the provincial govern- 
ment to know that we want a balanced budget now. We do 
not want increased spending. We do not want higher deficits. 
We do not want to mortgage the future of our children.” 

I too have affixed my signature to this petition and I 
congratulate Mr Bobolo, a nurse from Hamilton, who is 
here in the gallery to see this petition finally being pre- 
sented to the government. 


FRENCH LANGUAGE SERVICES 


Mr Cousens: To the Legislative Assembly of Ontario 
from approximately 50 people in northern Ontario, 
Brinston, Dalkeith, Mountain, Sault Ste Marie, Englehart 
and other communities: 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assembly 
of Ontario as follows: 

“Whereas the French Language Services Act, 1986, 
Bill 8, continues to elevate tensions and misunderstandings 
over language issues throughout the province, not only at 
the provincial but also at the municipal levels; and 

“Whereas the current government disputes its self- 
serving select committee and intends to encourage in- 
creased use of French in the courts, schools and in other 
provincial services to ensure that the French Language 
Services Act is working well to the best of their concen- 
trated efforts; and 

“Whereas the spiralling costs of government to the tax- 
payer are being forced even higher due to duplication of 
departments, translations, etc, to comply not only with the 
written but also the unwritten intent of the French Lan- 
guage Services Act; and 

“Whereas the spiralling costs of education to-the tax- 
payer are being forced even higher due to the demands of 
yet another board of education, the French-language 
school board; 

“We, the undersigned, request the French Language 
Services Act be repealed and its artificial structures dis- 
mantled immediately and English be declared as the offi- 
cial language of Ontario in government, its institutions and 
services.” 

I have affixed my name to this petition. 


OATH OF ALLEGIANCE 


Mrs Sullivan: I have a petition signed by some 100 
members of the Halton Regional Police Association, reading 
as follows: 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assembly 
of Ontario as follows: 

“The assembly shall demand that the government of 
Ontario rescind its decision to eliminate the oath of allegiance 
to the Queen of Canada for police officers who must up- 
hold laws that are proclaimed in the name of Elizabeth the 
Second.” 
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I have affixed my signature to the petition and concur 
with it. 


ONTARIO SCHOLARSHIP AWARD 


Mr Sterling: I have a petition from Sarah Lawrence and 
27 other Ontario scholars from the Earl of March Secondary 
School in the city of Kanata. 

“To the Legislative Assembly of Ontario: 

“Whereas the government of Ontario has unilaterally 
discontinued the practice of awarding $100 scholarships to 
Ontario secondary school students who achieve an average 
of 80% or more on their OAC courses; and 

“Whereas the 1991 Earl of March Ontario scholars 
were not informed of the discontinuation of the scholarship 
until virtually the end of the school year and therefore feel 
that they have been treated unfairly by the NDP govern- 
ment of Ontario; and 

“Whereas it is the belief of the 1991 Earl of March 
Ontario scholars that the $100 scholarship, although small, 
provides an incentive for Ontario’s secondary school stu- 
dents to strive to do their best, and the removal of this 
award has therefore removed the incentive at a time when 
illiteracy among residents of Ontario is alleged to be a 
government priority; and 

“Whereas the 1991 Earl of March Ontario scholars 
firmly believe that inspiring Ontario secondary school stu- 
dents to do their personal best will benefit the province of 
Ontario; and 

“Whereas the Carleton Board of Education has gone on 
record supporting the position of the 1991 Earl of March 
Ontario scholars; 

“We, the undersigned 1991 Earl of March Ontario 
scholars, petition the Legislative Assembly of Ontario to 
immediately reinstate the policy of awarding $100 scholar- 
ships to Ontario secondary school students who achieve an 
average of 80% or more on their OAC courses and to 
consider increasing the amount of the award.” 

I am very proud of these Ontario scholars who took the 
leadership and gave me this petition to present to the Leg- 
islative Assembly this afternoon, and I have affixed my 
name to it. 
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PARKING FACILITIES 


Mr Harnick: I have a petition from the Pineway Area 
Ratepayers’ Association. It is addressed to the Legislative 
Assembly of Ontario. It is regarding the Old Cummer pro- 
posed GO-TTC service integration improvements and it 
reads as follows: 

“We, the undersigned, wish to express our objection to 
the recent proposal of the city of North York and GO 
Transit regarding the extension of parking facilities for the 
Old Cummer GO station to the area west of the station and 
east of Pineway Boulevard.” 

It is signed by 296 residents. It consists of residents on 
Mandel Crescent, Pineway Boulevard, Adamede Crescent 
and all the other areas in the immediate residential area 
where the proposed parking lot is due to be constructed. I 
have affixed my name. 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


SOCIAL ASSISTANCE 


Mr Turnbull: I have a petition signed by several 
hundred people. It reads as follows: | 

“We, the undersigned, beg leave to petition the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Ontario as follows: 

“To halt the recommendations listed in the first report 
of the advisory group on new social assistance legislation. 
These recommendations, called Back on Track, are on the 
desk of NDP Community and Social Services Minister 
Zanana Akande. 

“Already we have the ultimate welfare madness here in 
Ontario, but key Back on Track recommendations are to 
eliminate any requirements forcing welfare recipients to 
look for work, and then, if they are on welfare for 24 
months, put them on permanent family benefits, which 
deem all recipients unemployable, cash for life.” 

This petition will be delivered to the office of the Minister 
of Community and Social Services at Queen’s Park as well 
as a copy to the office of the Premier. I have attached my 
Signature. 


AUTOMOBILE INSURANCE 


Mr Wiseman: | have a petition along the same lines 
as the one earlier: 

“To the honourable the Lieutenant Governor and the 
Legislative Assembly of Ontario: 

“We, the undersigned, beg leave to petition the Parlia- 
ment of Ontario as follows: 

“Whereas the government takeover of the automobile 
insurance industry will involve job loss and dislocation for 
private sector employees; and ! 

“Whereas a government monopoly leads to increased 
costs through inefficiencies and hidden tax subsidies and 
eliminates the public’s right to individual freedom of 
choice; 

“We believe that the insurance needs of the Ontario 
public are best served by a private industry in an open, 
competitive, free enterprise market system rather than a 
government-run monopoly.” 

Only one of the people on this petition is a resident of 
my riding. The rest are from all over Ontario. 


OATH OF ALLEGIANCE 


Mr Tilson: I have a petition from the members and 
friends of the Royal Canadian Legion, Branch 371, in Bolton. 
It bears 40 signatures: 

“Whereas we the members and friends of the Royal 
Canadian Legion, Branch 371, disagree with the NDP 
government’s decision to remove the oath to the Queen from 
the Metro Toronto or York county police departments; and 

“Whereas this action only further erodes the heritage of 
Canada in a time when unity is an issue, not only for those 
born and raised in this country but also for those who 
chose Canada as their homeland; 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Ontario as follows: 

“We wish to add our voices to the protest regarding the 
removal of the oath to the Queen for the Metro Toronto or 
York county police departments.” 
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_ Mr Harris: I have a petition here that is signed by 
thousands and thousands of citizens from across this prov- 
ince. It says: 

“We, the undersigned, beg leave to petition the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Ontario as follows: 

“Whereas the government of Bob Rae has placed our 


heritage in danger; 


“Whereas we live in a constitutional monarchy; 
“Whereas the symbol of our national unity and identity 


has been removed; 


“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislature of Ontario 


_as follows: 


“To immediately restore the name of Her Majesty the 


Queen to the oath of allegiance sworn by police officers.” 


As I said, this is signed by thousands from across this 
province. I too have affixed my signature to this petition 


_and contrary to some, I believe this one is all in order. 


BUDGET 

Mr Sterling: I have a petition which was given to me 
by Dan MacMillan of Constance Bay in the riding of 
Carleton. 

“To the Legislative Assembly of Ontario: 

“Whereas the NDP budget of 29 April 1991 takes the 
province of Ontario 180 degrees in the wrong direction; and 

_ “Whereas the only way to end this recession and save 

jobs in Ontario is to cut taxes and reduce government 
spending; 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assembly 
of Ontario as follows; 

“To stop this budget.” 

That is signed by over 100 people from the riding of 
Carleton. I have affixed my name to it. 


INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 


FIRE MARSHALS AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI SUR LES 
COMMISSAIRES DES INCENDIES 
Mr Farnan moved first reading of Bill 131, An Act to 
amend the Fire Marshals Act. 
M. Farnan propose la premiére lecture du projet de 


loi 131, Loi modifiant la Loi sur les commissaires des in- 


| 


cendies. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 


Hon Mr Farnan: This bill will give the fire marshal 


and assistants authority to deal more effectively with 


threats to environmental and public safety and to life 
safety by taking appropriate commonsense action. Just to 
_ dispel any doubt that was raised in the House earlier in the 
_day when a Liberal member of the House suggested this 


_ bill was merely a reintroduction of the previous Bill 228, 
_ that is not the case. The previous bill dealt only with énvi- 
ronmental hazards, and this of course goes beyond that. It 
_ deals with environmental and public safety and life safety. 
It is a piece of legislation that the fire community is very 
_ supportive of and has waited for and is enthusiastic about. 
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COUNTY OF SIMCOE ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 SUR LE COMTE DE SIMCOE 


Mr J. Wilson moved first reading of Bill 132, An Act 
respecting the Amalgamation of Municipalities in the 
County of Simcoe. 

M. J. Wilson propose la premiére lecture du projet de 
loi 132, Loi concernant la fusion des municipalités du 
comté de Simcoe. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 


Mr J. Wilson: The purpose of the bill is to prevent the 
amalgamation of municipalities in the county of Simcoe 
where the municipalities do not consent to the amalgamation. 
During the election campaign the Premier indicated he 
would not, and his government would not, force the re- 
structuring of municipalities in Simcoe county. Subsequent 
to the election campaign, the NDP member for Simcoe 
Centre also has indicated he would not force restructuring 
in Simcoe county. 

I believe this bill I am introducing today fulfils the 
commitments made by both the Premier and the member 
for Simcoe Centre and I am looking forward to the 
government’s support of this bill when we resume sitting 
in September. I am also pleased to report today that my 
colleague the member for Simcoe East supports this bill. 
That is important because municipalities are being forced 
to restructure in his part of Simcoe county also. 
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PUBLIC SECTOR FOOD SERVICES ACT, 1991 


LOI DE 1991 SUR LES SERVICES D’ALIMENTATION 
DU SECTEUR PUBLIC 


Ms Haeck moved first reading of Bill 133, An Act to 
require Public Sector Institutions to serve Food grown in 
Ontario. 

M™* Haeck propose la premiére lecture du projet de 
loi 133, Loi exigeant des établissements du secteur public 
qu’ ils servent des aliments cultivés en Ontario. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 


Ms Haeck: The bill would require public service fa- 
cilities in which prepared foods are provided to use only 
food grown or wholly manufactured in Ontario. The bill 
would also require that any wine provided in the public 
sector facilities be Ontario wine. An exception would be 
allowed in the case of fruits and vegetables which are 
either not grown in Ontario at all or in sufficient quantity, 
but only if no Ontario-grown fruits or vegetables that are 
available in sufficient quantity would be a satisfactory sub- 
stitute in relation to cooking and nutritional needs. 

A public sector body or organization receiving provincial 
funding could have its funding eliminated or reduced if it 
was found that a facility on its premises was providing 
non-Ontario food or wine. 
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UNSOLICITED FACSIMILE TRANSMISSIONS ACT, 1991 


LOI DE 1991 SUR LES TRANSMISSIONS PAR 
TELECOPIE NON SOLLICITEES 


Mr Cousens moved first reading of Bill 134, An Act 
respecting Unsolicited Facsimile Transmissions. 

M. Cousens propose la premiére lecture du projet de 
loi 134, Loi portant sur les transmissions par télécopie non 
sollicitées. 

Motion agreed to. 

La motion est adoptée. 


Mr Cousens: When this House considers this bill, it 
will have a chance to put an end to unsolicited facsimiles. 
Those people who end up wasting all the paper from those 
who send the unwanted fax that has no business purpose 
are just soliciting some kind of attention for themselves. 
When we consider this bill and pass it in private members’ 
period we will have a chance to clean up the air waves 
from some of the garbage people are sending on our fax 
machines. This is a fax bill, so let us make sure when we 
consider it that it gets through second and third reading. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


WANT OF CONFIDENCE MOTION: 
GOVERNMENT POLICIES 


Hon Miss Martel: I ask for the unanimous consent of 
the House to proceed with this resolution as we did last 
week with the non-confidence motion put forward by the 
Liberals, that we split the time equally among us and that 
we move to a vote at about 5:50 this evening. 


Agreed to. 


Mr Cousens, on behalf of Mr Harris, moved that the 
government has lost the confidence of this House because: 

(a) Its fiscal and budgetary policies are undercutting 
Ontario’s economic competitiveness, discouraging invest- 
ment and encouraging the outmigration of Ontario firms, 
and because these policies will impose an intolerable bur- 
den of debt on future generations of Ontario taxpayers and 
are having a negative effect on cost-sensitive Ontario in- 
dustries such as the tourism industry, manufacturing indus- 
try and the trucking industry and are exacerbating the 
problem of cross-border shopping. 

(b) In spite of its rhetoric on the need for partnerships, 
the government has practised arbitrary and secretive deci- 
sion-making, as exemplified by its unilateral decision to 
change the oath of allegiance to the Queen and has failed 
to engage in meaningful consultation with the Ontario 
business community as evidenced by the debacle sur- 
rounding the legislation to establish a wage protection 
fund, Bill 70. 

(c) The Premier has diluted and failed to enforce the 
principles established in his own conflict-of-interest guide- 
lines and consequently the government has failed to meet 
what it described as its first challenge, to earn the trust and 
respect of the people of Ontario. 

Mr Harris: I do not plan to speak at great length 
today. Many members of my caucus would like to get their 
views on the record. So while some of them are in com- 
mittee, trying to catch up on the government business— 
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never have I seen such incompetence, even ordering the 
schedule of business since this government came in—] 
know they will be able to come forward into the House. I 
will not be able to get— 


Interjections. 


The Deputy Speaker: Order. Let’s make sure we sar | 
on the right foot, okay? Just keep it down, please. 


Mr Harris: I know not everybody in my caucus wid | 
wishes to speak will be able to get on, but I am going to try | 
to provide an opportunity for as many of them asI can. 

This motion is pretty self-explanatory and straightfor- 
ward. I believe 90% of the public of Ontario agrees with it. 
Any intelligent observer of politics and of the Legislature 
since 6 September to this date of 25 June would agree it has 
been an unmitigated disaster, a disgrace, a terrible period in 
the history of this province. | 

This motion refers to three separate parts. I wish to. 
deal with each of the three briefly in ascending order of 
importance. Part (c) talks about the guidelines. This is the 
least important, quite frankly. The long-term damage being 
done to this province; the opportunity being destroyed for 
our young people; the taking away of hope of opportunity 
for the have-nots in our province; the absolute disgrace 
that we are saying to those young people, to those who have 
not been able to share in the blessings of this province, 
“We are going to choke and thwart and take away that 
opportunity for you even more.’ 

This direction the government is going in is allegedly on 
behalf of those same have-nots it is absolutely destroying. 
This philosophy of taking from the rich and giving to the 
poor does not hurt the rich, it does not hurt the haves. They 
have many options. That is the most important part I want 
to talk about, this blind, doctrinaire philosophy of a party 
that was a good lobbyist for causes and now cannot get out 
of its mind when it is the government that it must stop 
lobbying and arbitrate in bringing people together from all 
sides in finding commonsense solutions to the problems. 


1540 

The guidelines, I say, are the least important of the 
motion, but it is an important signal that here is a govern- 
ment that says one thing, that has all the rhetoric. For 10 
years in opposition, the member for York South, the holier 
than thou, smartest, shrewdest person, knew every guide- 
line, knew every nuance of what any cabinet minister ever 
did in all the time he was in Ottawa and was here in 
Queen’s Park, knew what the conflict guidelines should 
be, knew when any minister walking down the street was 
even possibly thinking of contravening either a guideline 
in the sense of personal gain, or more importantly, perhaps, 
because we have seen it abused so many times by this 
government—not personal gain guidelines being broken 
so much as the guidelines that go to the heart, the core and 
integrity of our justice system, of the police, of our courts. 

When we are dealing with these we are not dealing 
with my guidelines, we are not dealing with Liberal guide- 
lines, we are dealing with the Premier’s guidelines, the 
man who said: “I will have the toughest guidelines and we 
will adhere to them like nobody before us. We care more 
than the Liberals. We care more than the Conservatives. 
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We care more than anybody in the world about these 
guidelines. We treat them more seriously than anyone has 
ever treated them.” Eight ministers systematically in a period 
_of nine months have broken and violated those guidelines. 
I suspect they did not understand them, but why did they 
not understand them? Obviously the Premier did not treat 
them seriously because he did not explain. 

I do not believe the Minister of Northern Development 
sat down and said: “I’m going to write a letter to the 


College of Physicians and Surgeons of Ontario. I know it’s 


against the guidelines, I know the Premier is supposed to 
sack me if he finds out, but I’m going to write it anyway.” 
I do not believe that. I believe she did not know she was 
breaking the guidelines and I said so when she came for- 


_ ward with her apology, which I accepted. 


The Premier is the one who said, “We treat them seri- 
ously,” and he refused obviously to even bother explaining 
the guidelines so that relatively intelligent ministers—and 
then there is the other category of ministers who are obvi- 
ously going to take a lot more explaining—understand. It 
is typical of the NDP led by Bob Rae who, holier than 
thou, knew all the answers. Now we see that not only are 
they fallible, which of course as human beings they are, 
but they are more fallible, if you like, than any other gov- 
ernment we have seen in the history of North America. 

Furthermore, they do not have the courage and the 
gumption to stand up and admit they were wrong. I see the 
Minister of Community and Social Services at taxpayers’ 
expense send a newsletter out saying: “We’re different. 
We’ re a party. We’re a government that is human and we’ Il 
make mistakes, and when we make them we will admit 
them. This is a desirable quality, it is what the public of 
this province are asking for.” They have all the rhetoric 
down pat, they can read the polls with the best of them, but 
in practice the Minister of Community and Social Services 
has never once said: “I’m sorry, I apologize. We made a 
mistake.” Not once. I asked her in the House: “You say 
this in your newsletter. Could you tell us one mistake 


_ you’ve made in nine months?” She could not think of one. 
_ We have abuse after abuse, waste after waste in her own 


ministry; I brought three examples forward today. Did the 


_ government ever say, “I’m sorry, I made a mistake”? It has 
_ not. It does not deserve the support of this House or the 


right to govern. It does not deserve it by its actions over 
the past nine months. 

The second aspect of this motion, part (b), again I say, 
now more important than part (c) and not as important as 


_ part (a), talks about partnerships. I have heard the rhetoric. 


I hear the word “partnership” from the minister and the 
Premier two or three or four times in this House. We see it 
in speeches. We see it as they travel around the province: 
partnership, partnership. 

Yes, there is partnership with Bob White. Yes, there is 
partnership with the big unions. But when it comes to 
taxpayers and ordinary people, ordinary Ontarians, working 
men and women who do not belong to a large union, small 
business people and large business people, those who create 
the jobs, the entrepreneurs, the doers, the risk-takers, the 
investors, what kind of partnership do they have with them? 
What it is called is, “We spend and you pay, partner.” That 


is the only partnership we have seen from this government 
when it comes to the taxpayers, the entrepreneurs, the 
business community, the doers and the job creators in this 
province. 

The number of unilateral decisions that have been 
made by this government is appalling, again at the same 
time as it has championed the cause of consultation, of 
partnership. When we look at legislation, we look at Bill 
70 and the obvious lack of consultation the fact that 99% of it 
had to be gutted. I give the Premier credit for overruling 
and shaming the Minister of Labour from Hamilton in just 
saying: “We have gone too far here. This isn’t workable. 
There won’t be any directors left to volunteer or profit- 
making companies. There won’t be any companies left.” 
Somebody woke up a little bit on that one. Had there been 
consultation before that would not have happened. 

We have seen it in the gas guzzler tax. There, fortu- 
nately—lI do not for one minute not believe anything to the 
contrary—had Bob White not come forward and stood 
side by side with me in that fight against the budget, we 
would not have been able to get that tax changed. It is an 
example that when the Canadian Auto Workers and Bob 
White and those workers of the province join hands with 
Mike Harris and the Ontario Progressive Conservative 
Party, we will get things done in this province. When we 
work together, we can make sure there are jobs, and good 
paying jobs, in this province for working men and women 
all across Ontario. 

We need partnerships. They have read the polls. They 
have the rhetoric down pat. But the examples they have 
been setting have been disgraceful. The partnerships need 
to be built. If we are going to come forward in this province 
and be able to restore the opportunities that were here for 
so many years for so many people—the environment, the 
clean water, a facility for taking care of garbage in an 
environmentally sensitive way—if we are going to be able 
to look after those people, we will need help, a hand up; 
not money to stay at home and do nothing, but a hand up, 
education, retraining, apprenticeship programs, perhaps re- 
location. If we are going to truly be able to help people the 
way we once helped them in this province, they are going to 
have to bring new partnerships that have never been before. 

They are going 180 degrees in the opposite direction. 
They are insulating themselves itself. They are not using 
any common sense in dealing with these problems. 

I give the the Quebec example. The Liberal government 
in Quebec—not at all like its Liberal colleagues here— 
over the last five or six years has cut taxes, got more 
competitive and said, “We’ve got to be able to compete.” 
Ontario, thanks to 42 years of proper, sensitive, right-bal- 
anced government, is a more appealing jurisdiction to lo- 
cate business and create jobs in than Quebec, so they 
moved in the opposite direction while the Liberals in On- 
tario started us down this path of destroying this province 
of opportunity. 

1550 

_ I want to mention the Liberal government of Quebec 
over this period of time. I want to mention the relationship 
they have built up with unions and with business. They 
recognized they were in a recession in Quebec, that they 
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could not meet the payroll, that they could not balance the 
books and that they had problems. 

They went to the unions and they said, “We think there 
should be a wage freeze for all those in the public sector, zero 
increase.” They said: “Those of us in the public sector— 
the Premier, the cabinet, the members of the Legislature, 
teachers, nurses, civil servants—have these guaranteed, re- 
cession-proof jobs. We have these pretty good pension 
plans. It’s not fair for us to be taking an increase in wages 
while the brothers and the sisters in the private sector are 
laid off and hungry.” The government of Quebec said there 
would be a wage freeze and the unions in Quebec said: 
“We agree. We’ll stand with you, government. We will 
help fight this recession, not on the backs of the poor, of 
the unemployed, but we will share.” 


That is partnership. That is working together, bringing 
unions and government and business together. What did 
we do in Ontario? We wanted partnership, and we have 
given up obviously with the business community, with the 
large and small taxpayers, with municipalities, with school 
boards. They wanted to have that one partnership with that 
big body of people that pays all the NDP bills, the big 
unions with their checkoff that give them all the money. 


How did they develop its partnership with the big 
unions? The Chairman of Management Board, responsible 
for negotiations with this body she used to be president of, 
put on a new hat, opened the door to the vault, threw it wide 
open and said: “Walk in. Take whatever you want, and 
then some, 6%, 8% or 10% increases and then merit pay. 
What is merit pay? Merit pay is that when you show up 
you get 4% or 5%. If your attendance is good all year long, 
you get 6% or 7%. If you actually do the job, you are paid 
to do, you get 7% or 8% on top of inflation, on top of the 6%. 


Then there are those senior civil servants making 
$60,000 to $110,000. The minister said there would be up 
to 20% increases for them. Why? She said, “We’ve got to 
keep them in the public sector.” They want to rush out, 
commit suicide in the private sector and be laid off, I 
guess. So we have to give them a 20% raise—$100,000 a 
year and 20% to keep them in the public sector. They were 
not looking for any jobs in the private sector. There are 
none. Those jobs are going to New York. They are going 
out west. They are going to Quebec. 


In Quebec the public service said: “We’ll help. It’s our 
duty to be responsible.” That is the kind of partnership 
they had. In Ontario it is, “Open the vault and take what 
you want,” to buy peace from those people who pay the 
NDP bills. It is a disgrace. It is time it was exposed and it 
is time the people of Ontario understood that when it 
comes to its own vested interest, the NDP will sell its soul 
and the people of this province down the drain to keep the 
money flowing into the coffers to the party. 


However, I want to talk about section (a) of this motion 
because this is the section—the budget, the fiscal and 
budgetary policy—that my six-year-old son will pay a hor- 
rendous price for, that all our children, all the students, 
those not working yet, will pay a horrendous price for: the 
budgetary policy, the deficit, the massive accumulation 
carrying on from the Liberal spending. They started us 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


down this slippery slope and now the NDP is taking us _ 
even farther. | 

I think back 20 or 25 years ago when the federal govern- | 
ment had a fiscal policy where at least it had the ability to 
pay the interest on the debt. If their total spending they 
were paying 10, 11 or 12 cents on the debt. Then a succession | 
of Liberal governments started the spending increases, just 
like the Liberals here. The times were good during the first. 
five years. The money was rolling in and they doubled 
spending over a period of about four or five years. That is | 
what the Liberals did to this province. But times were 
good so it was okay. . | 

Then a recession came, a little downturn, as they al- 
ways do. They said, “We’ve got to carry on this spending 
and more.” Then the debt started to go up and it is now out 
of control, as we know, at the federal level. It is a disaster. 
It is something we:all must be trying to come to grips with. 
What is this province doing? Is it trying to help the federal 
taxpayer? No, it continues to spend 10% or 12% increases 
and says to the feds: “We want more and more money, 
even though there is your $30-billion deficit this year. We 
want more and more of your money. We want to spend 
more here in the richest province, Ontario.” 

We are embarrassing this country. Every other prov- 
ince is struggling to keep up. All other nine provinces are 
struggling to keep up. In Ontario it is spend, spend, spend 
more money on new programs. It does not matter if they 
cannot afford them in Newfoundland. It does not matter if 
they cannot afford them on the prairies. It does not matter 
if they cannot afford them in the Maritimes. We are 
greedy; we want them here in Ontario. If there is ever a 
divisive factor in the whole constitutional question, it is the 
massive lack of understanding and spending by the former 
Liberal government and this NDP government. They are 
destroying this country and this province. 

When you talk about western alienation and about the 
concerns in Newfoundland, those concerns are saying: 
“The province of Ontario is out of step with the whole 
world. They still want more. They want to grab all the 
wealth for programs. We cannot even afford to half keep 
up to the programs that they have, and they want to keep 
going with more and more.” It is upsetting this country. It 
is very harmful in the whole debate over the Constitution. 

The NDP and the Premier have talked about those people 
in the business community who have come forward and gone 
public, and said that these policies are hurting business and 
are hurting this province. Premier Rae said, “They’re stab- 
bing me in the back.” They are not stabbing him in the 
back. They are up front, face to face, right in front of him. 
They are drawing attention to it and I applaud them. 

Do members know where the back-stabbing is coming 
from? The back-stabbing is coming from this government. 
It is stabbing every person in this province who needs an 
opportunity to get ahead. 

Do members know who else is hurting? Those people 
in this province who are not speaking up, those who are 
just saying: “The heck with it. I’m taking my money. ’m 
going to Alberta. I’m going to Buffalo. I’m going to Florida. 
I’m going to Europe. I’m going to Quebec.” You cannot 
blame those who are leaving, those who are taking their 


jobs with them. They cannot make a buck in this province. 
Why should they invest when the government says, “Why 
should landlords invest in new housing?” The Minister of 
Housing says, “I’m allergic to landlords.” 

They are told ahead of time, “If you invest your hard- 
earned, after-tax dollars in this province—mortgage your 
‘house, work seven days a week to try to get ahead—make 
those investments, and if you succeed we are going to take 
it away from you.” Do they blame people for not doing 
‘that? Why would you do that in a jurisdiction where the 
government says: “Even if you survive the highest taxes in 
‘North America, the most regulation in North America and 
all the red tape, and do make a buck, we’ve got a Fair Tax 
‘Commission. We are looking at a wealth tax. We are looking 
at business tax. We are looking at minimum corporation 
tax. We’re going to take it all away from you anyway.” 

They wonder why somebody will not mortgage his 

home and invest—entrepreneurs—in this province. Common 
sense tells you that we are driving the entrepreneurs, the 
job creators, the wealth creators, out of this province. 
I was re-reading some history the other day. Members 
will recall when 10 or so years ago New York City went 
bankrupt. Ninety days before they went bankrupt, they did 
two things. They brought in a wealth tax and they substan- 
tially increased the eligibility and the amount of money 
payable for welfare. In 90 days, all those who needed wel- 
fare moved into New York City. That was the place to be. 
It paid the most. All the money went to New Jersey, be- 
cause it did not have a wealth tax there, and 90 days later 
that city was bankrupt. That is how long it takes. They 
wonder why people are concerned. When there is mis- 
guided policy, when there are mismanagers, when there is 
the waste—we cannot afford four years, before we allow 
this province to go bankrupt. We cannot afford it. 


1600 
This is a strong province, this is a wealthy province. 
We are blessed in geography, we are blessed in climate. 
We are situated here in this part of North America close to 
the proximity of this northeastern, North American market. 
We have minerals, we have trees, we have fresh water, we 
had an infrastructure that was built up over 42 years. We 
_have good people in this province, good workers. 
| This province, because of that, much of it no credit to 
any politician, much of it just the luck of birth, the luck of 
_ geography, can take a lot of abuse. We have seen that over 
_the last decade, the taxes, the regulation, the red tape, but 
_we have still survived it all. But that spring is stretched 
right now to the limit. When they try to take it a notch 
farther, it is going to snap. We are going to destroy this 
province unless we can bring some common sense back 
into the fiscal policies of this government. 
That is why I and my party led the fight against this 
_ budget. That is why we went on strike. I admit that. I did 
not like it. I tried reason, I tried logic, I tried debate, but 
they were not listening, they were not reasonable. So I did 
something I thought even these guys would understand. I 
had to go down to their level. I did not like it when I was 
| _ there, but they understood strike. Now we have full hearings 
on this budget; we have rollbacks of Bill 70 that is in the 
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budget; we have Bob White who came and joined with us 
and we got the gas guzzler tax changed. 

If this motion for some reason does not carry today and 
we get a new election, we get this government recalled, we 
get the people of Ontario having a say in this fiscal direc- 
tion, if this motion does not carry today, as I expect it will, 
we will form new partnerships. We will form partnerships 
with the trucking unions; we will form partnerships with 
the men and women who are losing their jobs; we will 
form partnerships with taxpayers; we will form partner- 
ships with municipalities, with business, large and small; 
we will bring government, business and labour together in 
a constructive way, as other jurisdictions have. 

I always find it strange when I hear people saying we 
have to worry about Mexico. Do members know the juris- 
dictions that are taking our jobs, the good-paying, high- 
tech jobs? Not Mexico, but Germany, with higher wages 
than we have, and Japan, with much higher wages than we 
have. Wages are not the problem. It is government that is 
the problem. It is the taxation, it is the lack of partnerships, 
it is the inability to train and retrain and have apprentice- 
ship programs and get the high-tech skills going. 

It is that inability to do as Germany has done, as Quebec 
is now doing. Quebec welcomes the challenges. The people 
of Quebec said: “Free trade? We love it. Bring Mexico in. 
Good, because we can compete. We’re now operating the 
way the Europeans are, the way the Japanese are. We have 
brought the people together. We will have the jobs in Que- 
bec.” And they will, if we do not get our act together here 
in Ontario. 

I went a tad longer than I wanted to because I know a 
number wish to speak. But the people of Ontario deserve a 
second chance, the people of Ontario deserve an opportunity. 
The homeless, those who are looking for shelter, those 
who are going to the food banks, those who are out of work, 
the poor, the unemployed, the undereducated deserve a 
chance. The only chance they have in the short term is to 
throw the rascals opposite out of office. They can do that if 
members will carry this vote today, this non-confidence 
motion. They will have an opportunity and we will give 
hope back to the people of this province. 


Mr Sutherland: It is a pleasure for me to join in the 
debate right now, particularly after the leader of the third 
party has mentioned so many inconsistencies in his presen- 
tation. It left me thinking that he wants to become the 
Herbert Hoover of the 1990s. 

As members will recall, we had a petition presented by 
the leader of the third party, which had 5,000 signatures, 
calling for a balanced budget. I found it rather interesting 
that the leader of the third party went on talking about how 
no one else would present this. 

The petition came from a gentleman in Hamilton who is a 
male nurse. I think it is great that a progressive-thinking 
person in a non-traditional role for males decided to go out 
and get so many people on his view. The leader of the third 
party said the petitioner was a male nurse who was calling 
for a balanced budget, and the leader of the third party 
affixed his name to it. 

As I was sitting here thinking, it struck me as an irony 
that this young-looking person, who has probably just got 
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into the nursing profession, was talking about a balanced 
budget when in fact to get a balanced budget, that very 
person could lose his job. That is the type of significant cut 
we would be looking at to have a balanced budget. It 
struck me as being rather ironic that we had that type of 
petition come forward. 

I wish the leader of the third party had been here last 
week. I see that the member for Renfrew North has left the 
House, but he gave a very good and far more eloquent 
presentation than I ever could about deficits we have had 
in the past under Tory governments, deficits that we had 
during the Depression, and even more important, deficits 
that we have had during war. He commented about those 
deficits being far larger than the one being presented here. 

What I want to focus in on is the exact motion. The 
leader of the third party said this is a very focused motion. 
I would like to say that it is not very focused and I think 
his comments clearly indicated how unfocused he and his 
party really are. For example, let’s look at section (b). It is 
supposed to be an issue about partnership with business, 
but they bring in the oath to the Queen, trying to point out 
that that is not some type of partnership. 

I want to come back to the question of the budget 
deficit, because I think it is important that we all have an 
understanding and that the viewers at home have an under- 
standing of how we got to that deficit. We know we inherited 
a $3-billion deficit. We know the increase in that deficit up 
to $9.7 billion comes from several factors. One of them is 
our increased commitment to our partners, our transfer 
agencies, in terms of welfare costs, because of the number 
of people who are unemployed due to federal high interest 
rate policies and free trade, an extra $1.4 billion. We also 
know that at the same time those demands are increasing, 
the federal government is capping transfer payments, and 
that is affecting our income. We also know tax revenues 
are down, and at that point we get to $8.2 billion. 

It was interesting listening to the leader of the third 
party at one moment talk about how wonderful it is that 
unions are on board with him, claiming the CAW and Bob 
White, and then the next time saying that he had to go on 
strike and how awful it is to go on strike and how inconsis- 
tent his remarks really were here. 

I want to talk about the issue of partnership. As the 
leader of the third party was wrapping up his speech, he 
talked about the homeless, he talked about the unem- 
ployed, he talked about the uneducated, yet he signed his 
name to a petition for a balanced budget. How does the 
leader of the third party really think we are going to pro- 
vide housing, educate people and provide jobs without 
spending some money? It just cannot happen. In this bud- 
get there was a commitment to an extra 10,000 non-profit 
housing units, to provide some homes for those people that 
he mentioned were unemployed. 

1610 

He also talked about how during 42 years of Conserva- 
tive government, the infrastructure had been built up and it 
was a superb infrastructure. As we know, the infrastructure 
has to be maintained on a regular basis and it takes more 
than a commitment once every 42 years to maintain that 
infrastructure, and that is what this government is committed 
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to do. We demonstrated in many ways our commitment to 
infrastructure and to partnerships. I want to talk specifically 
about the partnerships with the transfer agencies. Members| 
will recall the many announcements that came out on the. 
anti-recession funding. Where did most of the anti-recession | 
funding money go to? It went to school boards to help them 
maintain and repair their schools; it went to municipalities so 
they could improve their roads; it went to hospitals to help 
them as well. 

Another irony of the third party is that earlier today the 
member for London North got up and made a statement 
about University Hospital closing beds. The Tories’ Health 
critic, the member for Parry Sound, got up and asked the 
minister a question about one floor being closed. What do 
they think would have happened if we had a balanced 
budget? 

They are full of inconsistencies. As the Premier said 
time and time again, on one hand the leader of the third 
party is Dr Spend and on the other hand he is Dr Save. He 
simply cannot make up his mind. Nowhere in the leader of 
the third party’s presentation this afternoon did we find out 
where he was going to make out these significant, and I 
repeat significant cuts, not the saving on 17 letters worth 
43 cents. Nowhere did he indicate where those significant 
cuts were going to be made. Nowhere did he tell the gentle- 
man from Hamilton who was here to present this petition: 
“Very well. You could lose your job because beds could be 
closed in Hamilton. Beds could be closed all across the 
province.” The type of cuts they would have to make to get 
a balanced budget—and that is what they are saying— 
would be incredible, insignificant. I really think that the 
third party needs to go back and re-evaluate its strategy 
here and figure out and be truly honest with the people of 
this province as to where they are going to make the sig- 
nificant cuts if they are going to balance the budget of this 
province. 

I want to talk about a few other things. The member 
also mentioned a little bit about retraining and skills develop- 
ment. I find it ironic that a member of the third party 
talked about how they were in power for 42 years and 
helped support an infrastructure and developed a very ef- 
fective infrastructure. Other than the member for London 
North, who is the critic for Skills Development, who gets up 
and quite effectively talks about issues related to training 
and skills development, I never hear the leader of the third 
party talk about that issue. All I hear from him is talk about 


_ tax cuts. We would not be in this situation, we would not 


have as much restructuring going on if his party, when it 
was in power for 42 years, had developed an effective 
skills development policy. 

My colleague the member for Dovercourt is also going 
to speak this afternoon. As we were listening to the leader 
of the third party, we were talking about the fact that when 
my colleague was with the Toronto Board of Education, it 
was approaching the then Minister of Education to talk 
about issue of apprenticeship training in schools at that 
time. The reality of the situation is that we have not had an 
effective skills development policy in this province and it 
is very sad and unfortunate. 


The leader of the third party talked about the hope in the 
future for young people. As the youngest sitting member 
here, I consider myself in that category, and I would like to 
know, when there is not an effective skills development 
policy for those people who have dropped out of school, 
how those people are going to have hope. How are they 
going to have hope if they do not even have the basic 
necessities in life, a roof over their heads, adequate food? 
While people have got to go to food banks and continue to 
go to food banks, they are talking about a balanced budget. 
_ As I said earlier, we know what happened to Herbert 
Hoover. He was in and he got ousted very quickly. We 
‘know what is going to happen to the new Herbert Hoover 
‘of the 1990s. He is never going to be elected Premier of this 
province, and it is a good thing for the people who are really 
concerned about helping and caring and about supporting 
people in their greatest time of need. That is what this 
budget is. We are fighting the recession and not the deficit. 
Quite clearly, and it became so evident today, the 
leader of third party has no sense of focus, no sense of 
direction, and does not want to be clear with the people of 
‘Ontario about the policy direction of the third party. He 
does not want to let the people know where they are going 
to make the significant cuts and the impact that is going to 
have in local communities. 

I was proud of this budget. I am proud of this govern- 
‘ment. It is working for the people of Ontario in the time of 
their greatest need and showing what a true, caring govern- 
‘ment can do. 

Mr Mahoney: I find it very interesting that the former 
speaker talks about a requirement for skills development 
programs. I can understand that. I think most of the members 
of the NDP should start enrolling in a skills development 
program of one type or another, because clearly the day is 
not far off—I am sorry, but it is a fact—when the member 
for Welland-Thorold will indeed be out in the employment 

lineup trying to find work, saying: “Well, I had a really 
good run of four years at the expense of the taxpayer. I 
teally enjoyed life at the trough.” 


‘Interjections. 
The Deputy Speaker: Order, please. 


Mr Mahoney: I think the government members will 

find it necessary to plow money into that just to save their 
own hides. 
But I want just for a moment to address this motion. I 
find a certain sense of irony coming from the tax fighter, 
the member for Nipissing, saddling up beside Bob White 
_and all the brothers and sisters of the labour movement. I 
find it rather a tremendous sense of irony that he would stand 
there and say he is fighting with Bob White. He did not say 
_he was fighting with Leo Gerard. I guess he cannot quite 
suck it up and get around to perhaps being that radical, but 
rather he sees himself in bed with the labour movement. 

Interjection. 


_ Mr Mahoney: I am sure the member just choked on 
his luncheon caviar that he is having out in the east lobby, 
listening to this debate. 

Of course, I did a little bit of research just to try to 
determine where the Conservatives were when they were 
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building and creating this wonderful province that they 
proudly take credit for in the days of purchasing Minaki 
Lodge, in the days of purchasing Suncor. Can you imagine? 
They run on the right spectrum of the political centre and 
they govern on the left, almost as far left as the honourable 
men and women on the other side of the House. 

It boggles the mind to hear the nonsense and the rhetoric 
that comes out of the so-called, self-proclaimed tax fighter 
with his little group of seals sitting behind and supporting 
him when we look at the facts and go back to the Tory 
deficits. 


Mrs Cunningham: Do you want to look at yours? 


Mr Mahoney: As a matter of fact, I would be de- 
lighted to look at ours, and I will get there, if the member 
is patient. 

But if we go back to 1982 they had a $1.7-billion 
deficit, in 1990 dollars $2.87 billion; in 1983 $3.1 billion, 
in our dollars today $4.6 billion; in 1984 $3.1 billion, in 
today’s dollars $4.3 billion, and in 1985, when the people 
of this province came to their senses and finally threw the 
bums out of office, they left us with— 
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The Deputy Speaker: Order, please. Take your seat, 
please. I would like to remind members that you should be 
in your seats. That applies to the member for Huron and 
the member for Chatham-Kent. I would expect that you 
would be in your seats. I would ask you to go to your 
seats, please. I would ask also that you stop the heckling. 
The member for Mississauga West. 


Mr Mahoney: Mr Speaker, the heckling does not 
bother me. I would not let it bother you. 

The Deputy Speaker: Through the Speaker, please. 

Mr Mahoney: I am through the Speaker. 

In any event, the point is very simple, and I would like to 
get on with at least agreeing with the spirit of the resolution, 
even though I find the ironies somewhat difficult to swallow, 
coming from people who proclaim to be the purveyors of 
fiscal responsibility. I have never heard such utter nonsense 
in my life. 

What I find interesting about the motion, if I could 
speak to it, is that it says the government has lost the 
confidence of this House for a number of reasons. That is 
to presume that the government ever enjoyed the confi- 
dence of this House, which I find somewhat difficult. That 
is to presume that the government even enjoyed the confi- 
dence of the majority of the people of the province of 
Ontario. With due respect to those who were duly elected 
in the democratic process, they would have to be stretch- 
ing their imagination incomprehensibly to actually assume 
they had a mandate or they enjoyed the confidence of the 
majority of the people. They did not. The figures show 
they won a number of ridings by the slimmest of margins, 
democratically so, and that is fine under our system. But 
the reality is, 37% of the popular vote does not give the 
government a mandate to destroy this province. 


Hon Mr Pouliot: We were good enough in 1985. 


Mr Mahoney: It is destroying this province, and it 
has no right to do it. The government should take a look at 
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its deficit. The member for Huron can be proud if he wants 
to be proud, but one day he will be embarrassed when he 
looks at the damage that has been done to this province, 
because how do we pay off the deficit that is there this year? 


Hon Mr Pouliot: We inherited the deficit. 


Mr Mahoney: The government inherited nothing of 
the sort, and the minister knows it. The reality is that the 
deficit is like an overdraft, and the way this government 
plans to pay off the deficit at the end of the year is simply 
to put it on the debt, which is like the mortgage. At the end 
of every year, they keep piling it on and piling it on, so in 
four years’ time, when the public gets a chance to Say, 
“Holy smokes, we made a heck of a mistake,” we are 
going to have a debt that will have increased from $39 
billion, when the government took office, to $76 billion, 
perhaps $80 billion, $85 billion. If indeed the 
government’s estimates of revenue are not even close— 
and I suggest they are not, if one looks at them—we could 
be looking at a deficit in the neighbourhood of $90 billion. 
We could be looking at a deficit that would be proportion- 
ately just as severe as the one that Ottawa saddled the 
people with. 

The government understands the difficulty this creates. 
It understands why every day, when a baby is born in 
Canada, the baby cries. The reason is he is cold, he is wet, 
he is hungry and he is $21,000 in debt, without counting 
any of the debt the Ontario government is piling on top of 
him. It is absolutely irresponsible, and it boggles my mind, 
even though I understand the parliamentary tradition and the 
responsibility of backbenchers to support their government, 
to hear intelligent young people stand up in this Legislature 
and say they are proud of that. Are they proud of the legacy? 

The member for Oxford will get married. Some 
woman will actually take him on one day, and he will get 
married and have children. 


An hon member: Oh, come on. Don’t be outrageous. 


Mr Mahoney: I have confidence. He will leave those 
children a legacy that they will be unable to climb out of, 
that they will be unable to pay off. He will be able to tell 
his children and their children, “I was there during Bob 
Rae and Floyd Laughren’s days, the days of red tape, red ink 
and Pink Floyd. I was there in those days, and I’m proud 
of that budget we brought in that destroyed the competitive 
position of this province.” 

Let me leave the fiscal side of it. It is so obvious, you 


do not have to be a rocket scientist—which is a good thing . 


in here, myself included, believe me—to understand what 
a serious mess the government is creating, but let me, if I 
might, just leave the fiscal side of it and talk for a moment 
about the lack of trust the government has created. 

The Premier said in the throne speech on 20 November 
1990 that this NDP government would earn the trust and 
respect of the people of Ontario. It is unbelievable when we 
see scandal after scandal, incompetence after incompetence. 

The thing I found most interesting was the two cabinet 
ministers, the Minister without Portfolio responsible for 
women’s issues and the House leader, standing up and 
offering their resignations. In my opinion, they set the 
standard. For the first time in this government, we finally 
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found a standard that made some sense. They stood up and 
they said: “We wrote a couple of letters to a quasi-judicial 
body. We did it because we were seriously concerned 
about the issue. We did it honestly and openly. It was 
wrong. We apologize and we offer you our resignation.” _ 

Why could the Solicitor General not have done the 
same thing? The Solicitor General did not write a letter to 
a quasi-judicial body; his staff wrote three letters to judges. 
My goodness, could he not have at least offered his resigna- 
tion? The Premier could have accepted it and then a couple 
of hours later he could have flip-flopped and rejected it 
and left him in. At least there would be a sense that some: 
justice had been accomplished in that. But no, he sticks his 
head in the sand: “I didn’t write the letter. I didn’t authorize 
the letter. I didn’t see the letter. I didn’t lick the stamp. I 
don’t know what the hell’s going on in my office.” 

He did not have the class the two lady ministers 
showed in setting the standard that I think any government 
should be proud of. I think they did the right thing, but 
clearly the Premier has become all confused. He does not 
know where his standards begin or where they end. He 
does not know whether he should accept one and not the 
other. He accepts one, then he flip-flops and turns around. 
He lets the Solicitor General totally off the hook for trying 
to fix parking tickets, for God’s sake, one of the most 
despicable things. 

When we get a member of the cabinet or this Legislature 
trying to interfere with the judiciary, it totally tarnishes the 
reputation of everyone involved in this business. I for one 
believe that most of us, including the members opposite, 
are honest, hardworking, dedicated men and women who 
want to serve our communities, who do not want to fix 
parking tickets. If my staff had done what the Solicitor 
General’s staff had done, they would be looking for work 
somewhere. Maybe they could get it in his office. It is 
intolerable, it is inexcusable. The government has lost 
whatever limited trust it had. There was a certain amount 
of goodwill. The people were willing to say: “Well, okay, 
it was an accident. We didn’t really mean to give them a 
majority. It’s an aberration in political history, but they’re 
there. Let’s give them a chance.” People are calling our 
offices and they are saying, “My God, what did we do?” It 
is not a joke; they are really worried. 

The government is economically destroying the province. 
We have four years to put up with it. It has my promise it 
is going to be gone in four years. I do not know what kind 


_ of a mess it is going to leave, but we are going to do our 


best to clean it up. 
1630 


Mr J. Wilson: I stand today as the Ontario Progres- 
sive Conservative Party critic for the Ministry of Tourism 
and Recreation to speak for a few short moments on the 
motion of non-confidence in this government put forward 
by my leader, the member for Nipissing. 

If the NDP members would just be quiet for a few 
moments, I am going to explain to them what tourist oper- 
ators in Ontario are telling me and telling them about the 
absolute disaster they and the Liberal government have 
created in this province since they first made that accord in 
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1985, when we really had our first real socialist govern- 
ment in this province. I am going to read to them a quote 
from Tourism Ontario on behalf of the thousands and thou- 
sands of tourist operators in this province, who are from all 
political stripes, who are sending a very clear message to 
their government about the deteriorating economy and the 
effects their policies and, before them, the policies of the 
Liberals are having on this province. 

I am going to quote from that press release that was 

issued last week, because this profoundly summarizes the 
tremendous path of frustration and anguish that exists 
among tourist operators in all parts of this province. This is 
from the third largest industry in Ontario and the largest pri- 
vate sector employer, so this government had better listen up. 
It says: . 

“Tn our industry alone, hundreds of tourism and hospi- 
tality businesses, many of them small and family-owned, 
have been brought to their knees by tremendous increases 
in municipal business and payroll taxes, statutory wages 
and benefits and compliance with a myriad of new and 
costly social, labour and environmental legislation and 
regulation since 1985. 

“Our citizens have had it with ever-escalating taxes and 
a steady erosion of the disposable incomes. They are losing 
patience with politicians who will not face the reality that 
they are destroying consumer confidence and business entre- 
preneurship in this province through irresponsible imposition 
of taxes and costly political promises and through non-justifi- 
able government spending, waste and service duplication. 

“Political grandstanding, posturing and buck-passing 
has to stop in this province if we are to sustain our quality 
of life, and it must start with a serious and concerted effort 
on the part of all levels of the public sector to rationalize 
non-productive spending programs and bureaucracies.” 

Continuing, the release from Tourism Ontario says: 

“The government of Ontario has been on an unprece- 
dented and unabated taxation, spending, hiring and social 
and labour policy reform binge since the coalition Liberal- 
NDP government assumed office in 1985. Since 1985 the 
Ontario government has increased all forms of provincial 
taxes by 123.6%, program spending by 10% per year, and 
the NDP government has now increased that to an unprec- 
-edented 13.5% this year, hired 7,800 new bureaucrats and 
increased the long-term provincial deficit from $30 billion 
in 1985 to a stunning $44.5 billion in 1991.” 

They also point out, “The provincial government will 

collect $3.5 billion, or 80% more, in retail sales taxes, and 
$9.7 billion, or 155.5% more, in personal income taxes this 
fiscal year than it did in 1984-85.” 
___ Just to further emphasize the discouragement out there 
among tourist operators, I received in June a copy of the 
Tesults of a survey of the members of the Ontario Hotel 
_and Motel Association. The results are a further indication 
of the desperation felt by tourist operators in this province; 
76% of those polled said they had suffered a decline in 
business in the last six months compared to the same time 
last year. A staggering 65% of the tourist establishments 
Said they will have to lay off employees. The reasons for 
the layoffs and losses of business: 41% said increased lab- 
our cost, 31% said the employers’ health tax levy—brought 


to us by the Liberal government—43% said property and 
school board taxes and 25% said cross-border shopping. 

Ultimately all of these factors are within the domain of 
the government of Ontario, the new NDP government, but 
the response from this government has been akin to some- 
one saying, “It’s not that bad, and if we think positively it 
will all go away and correct itself.” Well, the economics of 
wishful thinking are simply a recipe for disaster, especially 
when served upon a platter of increased taxes and in- 
creased government spending and bureaucracy. We have a 
government that has lost the confidence of the people and 
that is incapable of leading Ontario in a competitive way 
into the 1990s and throughout the 1990s. 

Not only do I support this motion of non-confidence 
put forward by my leader, the member for Nipissing, but I 
do so knowing that standing beside me are the vast majority 
of tourist operators and people of this province. It is about 
time this government smartened up. It could do us all a 
favour by simply calling an election. We challenge them to 
do that. 


Mr B. Ward: It is a pleasure to join the debate on this 
particular issue today. I just point out that the member for 
Mississauga West made some good comments. My wife 
and I just happened to have a little girl on 1 March. As I 
was in the hospital, with our excellent medicare, I was 
thinking to myself, “Thank God we have a government 
that cares enough to keep our health standards where they 
should be.” 

We all know who created the economic problems we are 
facing. It happened before we were elected on 6 September. 
At the next federal election, I hope the member for Nipissing 
and the Conservative Party march with us hand in hand as 
we defeat the federal Conservative Party. I hope we can 
expect that. I am looking forward to that partnership. 

Now I would like to turn to this motion. It is in three 
parts. The first part deals with fiscal and budgetary policies 
of our government. Let’s look at the budget in a calm 
manner rather than with the rhetoric and the hysterics that 
have been going on in the opposition when we talk about 
our budget. 

Sure, we made the decision as a government to battle 
the recession and cushion the economic blow working 
people face in this province due to the economic and fiscal 
policies of the federal Conservative government that have 
created the recession and the hardship to begin with. Once 
we made that decision, we realized we were going to face 
a shortfall in revenues because of the recession and an 
increase in expenditures because we made the decision to 
battle the recession. As a result, we have a $9.7-billion 
defict. We do not like that any more than anyone else. 
However, we felt it was necessary at this time because we 
made the decision to battle the recession. 

Let’s look at the budget. Sure there are tremendous 
education, health and social costs, but there is also $4.3 
billion included in capital to rebuild our infrastructure. I 
would like the opposition to explain to me how rebuilding 
our roads and public transportation systems reduces our 
competitiveness in the province, and how building new 
schools or hospitals and replacing watermains or sanitary 
sewers reduces Ontario’s competitiveness. They cannot. 
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Let’s look at education. Can the opposition explain to me 
how providing a better education system, which produces 
a highly educated workforce in this province, discourages 
investment? The answer is that they cannot. 

Let’s look at health care. Can the opposition explain to 
me and the people of Ontario how providing a health care 
system that ensures we have a healthy workforce to meet 
the market requirements can reduce investment here and in 
fact encourage investment outside this province? There is a 
simple answer. They cannot explain any of that. In fact, 
those are all positives that they overlook in the budget. 

Let’s look at part (b) of the motion. It deals with partner- 
ships and the concept of co-operation. I agree that we need 
greater partnership and greater co-operation in this province 
between labour, business, government and other organiza- 
tions. I think that in the past there has not been enough 
effort towards that endeavour. The members heard the Pre- 
mier today; he has had consultation with over 80 business 
groups. We have had consultation with social groups, envi- 
ronmental organizations, labour groups. 

But we still have to develop that sense of co-operation. 
We cannot do it unless we have a level of trust built up in 
this province. I think one of the ways we can build that 
trust and co-operation between labour, business and govern- 
ment is by addressing the need for skills development. 
Whether you are a business person, a labour person or a 
government, we all have one common thing we can share: 
the need to increase our skills development. That is some- 
thing we are going to work on. 

We hope to expand learn to work together on skills 
development and expand from that into other areas of eco- 
nomic, environmental and social areas. I think that is how 
you develop co-operation. We do not develop it in this 
House by heckling each other and yelling back and forth; 
we do it by exchanging ideas and really listening. That has 
not been done in the past, but we are a government com- 
mitted to doing it. 

Let’s look at the third portion. I will be brief. A number 
of other speakers wished to talk. The opposition states that 
the first challenge of any government is to earn the trust 
and respect of the people of Ontario. That is one thing our 
government will never forget. We got elected by being 
open and honest. We will continue to be open and honest 
with the people of Ontario. We will continue to earn the 
trust and respect of the people, now and for the length of 
our mandate. 


1640 
Mrs Caplan: I rise today to debate what I believe is a 


very serious non-confidence motion presented by the leader 
of the third party over the course of the last eight months. 


We have had an opportunity to see this first socialist New 


Democratic Party government in Ontario and review what 
it said during the election campaign of last summer, almost 
a year ago, and what its actions have been to date. 

The motion before us deals with a loss of confidence of 
this House. But as I rise to participate in this debate, I say I 
have had the opportunity over the last few months, and 
particularly since the tabling of this socialist budget, this 
New Democratic Party budget, this Bob Rae budget in 
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April, to discuss the implications for the people of this. 
province. I have been talking to constituents in my riding; 
I have been speaking with labour unions; I have been talk-. 
ing to business people and investors. Many have concerns. 
because they know there has been a lot of rhetoric and a lot 
of discussion over the course of time relating to the differ- 
ences between reality and perception or the facts as we: 
know them. @ 

Many people are quite surprised when I tell them the 
province of Ontario has experienced operating surpluses. 
since 1986. I remember the day when the now leader of 
the official opposition stood in this House as Treasurer to 
announce that Ontario had a balanced operating budget, 
and I can tell the people of this province proudly, when I 
speak to them in their own communities or respond to 
them by telephone, that was a sign of the kind of fiscal 
responsibility and confidence the people of this province 
could have in a government that understood the need to 
attract business and investment and to create jobs. 

People know that over the course of the five years of 
the previous government some 700,000 new jobs were cre- 
ated in the province. They know as well, especially when I 
have the opportunity to discuss fiscal and economic policy 
with them, that the overall accumulated debt in Ontario 
was reduced for the first time in over 40 years by some 
$340 million in 1990. They know the province was in 
good economic shape to deal with this recession. Most 
people know there are economic cycles of growth, buoy- 
ancy, slowdown and recession. They know that just one 
year ago the province had confidence in itself. Business 
had confidence in Ontario and the people in the province 
had confidence in our ability to fight this recession. 

In the last eight months since the Premier and the NDP 
have governed, much has indeed changed. The budget pre- 
sented in April shows that Ontario, under the leadership or 
lack of leadership of this socialist NDP government, today 
is in serious trouble. This non-confidence motion that has 
been presented gives us an opportunity to make sure that 
people have the facts about what this government is pro- 
posing. The loss of confidence over the last eight months, 
particularly the last few months, has had an enormous impact 
on the opportunities that are available for Ontarians today 
and will have enormous loss of opportunity for the people 
of this province in the future. 

The absence of economic leadership is serious. Yes, 
business and investors have lost confidence. Workers and 
their families, the people of the riding of Oriole, my con- 
stituents, are being hurt by this recession and they too have 
lost confidence in the ability of this new government, this 
inexperienced New Democratic socialist government, to 
lead the province, to see that when we come out of this 
recession—and we will—we have not sustained funda- 
mental damage to our economy. They have lost confidence 
that this government will be able to do that because of the 
lack of leadership. Taxpayers are worried because of the bud- 
get predictions for the need for future huge tax increases. 

What is most troubling to me is that young people in 
Ontario are losing confidence. Young people in Ontario are 
not having the opportunity to participate in the workforce. If 
members take a good look at the budget that was presented, 


at the fiscal and economic policy that has been proposed 
by this government, they will understand why the people 
of this province, why my constituents in the riding of Oriole, 
are losing confidence and why they are worried. Our econ- 
omy is in recession and people are losing their jobs. 
Yet what we have seen in a budget that is projecting a 
$9.7-billion deficit for this year alone and a sustained deficit 
level over the next three to four years of almost $8 billion 
annually is nothing which will bring about the kind of 
retraining and training opportunities for youth and for 
those who have lost their jobs because of the recession— 
not one new dollar, not one new program to address itself 
to the needs of the people of this province for education 
and training and retraining to prepare them for the future. 

We have seen the loss of permanent jobs, and that is 
what creates a difference between this recession and previ- 
ous recessions. In the past we have seen job losses, but 
they were not permanent job losses. We have seen slow- 
downs, but this time we are seeing Ontario undergo a fun- 
damental restructuring. Every signal this new government 
has sent out to business, every signal this government has 
sent out to potential investors has been, “You are not wel- 
come in Ontario.” We hear labels from this government. 
Big business is bad. Investment is bad. Labour is good. 
That kind of attitude, and we discussed this attitude on 
numerous occasions, does not lead to the kind of partner- 
ship approach that we have heard so often. That rhetoric is 
very confusing to the people of this province. That rhetoric 
is very upsetting to business and to labour and to those 
people who want to work together to see that Ontario will 
not only come out of this recession but come out of it 
strongly, prepared to meet the future. 

Today’s non-confidence motion that has been presented 
speaks about the intolerable burden of debt on future genera- 
tions of Ontarians. Probably the most disturbing feature of 
the budget that was presented in this House, because I 
think everyone can accept and understand the need for a 
deficit budget in time of recession, was the continuing 
deficit during times of projected economic buoyancy and 
strength. That is the concern. 


1650 
_ MrBisson: What about the $3 billion you left us? 


| Mrs Caplan: My friend opposite again wants to en- 
gage in rhetoric. The member for Cochrane South, when 
he goes back to his constituents and wants to talk about the 
fiscal policy of his government, knows that it is the poli- 
cies of his government that accounted for the deficit they 
found for themselves last year. He knows that writing off 
UTDC, that the decisions they made on Suncor, that the 
policy decisions they made to have resources available to 
create an anti-recession fund, as they call it—all of these 
policies contribute to the overall fiscal and budgetary policies 
‘of government that determine whether there will be a deficit 
and what size that deficit will be. 

__ As much as he and the members of his caucus would 
prefer to participate in an exercise which says, “Blame the 
feds, blame the previous government, blame the person 
sitting in the seat beside you,” each time he does that he 
abrogates his responsibility as a member of this Legislature 
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to do what he can to make sure the people of this province 
have the information they need, the facts, the correct infor- 
mation, and to encourage people to work together to see 
that we can meet the future and restore confidence. 

He understands the concern his constituents have and I 
know he has the concern my constituents have when they 
see operating deficits. That means they are borrowing for 
groceries. That does not mean they are borrowing to buy a 
house that they can afford and that they can pay off their 
mortgage over a period of time because they have a good 
plan. The concern people have, and it is one of the things I 
believe people understand today in a way they have never 
understood before, is the need to do what they can afford 
to do to make sure they are getting value for money from 
government, and most of my constituents are very con- 
cerned because they do not believe they are getting value 
for the tax dollars they work so hard to earn. 

They are concerned because everywhere we turn we 
hear people very concerned about the lack of fiscal respon- 
sibility, the lack of economic leadership, the lack of vision 
of this government. We know there has not been a jurisdic- 
tion in Canada that has not introduced a program to control 
government spending, to look at restraint, to examine the 
existing programs to see what is still relevant today and 
what in fact could be eliminated or reallocated, what is not 
as effective or as efficient as we would like, and yet there 
has been nothing here except the creation of a new bureau- 
cracy. There has been only the creation of a new bureau- 
cracy and what we who have had the opportunity to serve 
in government know as a traditional holdback, clawback or 
constraint program as opposed to restraint and a program 
evaluation. That is of real concern. 

One of the things I have addressed in this House on 
numerous occasions is the government’s message in its 
very first throne speech when it talked about cynicism. The 
point I would make in the few minutes I have remaining 
today is that the test of your credibility, the example you 
give to the people of this province, is if you do what you 
say you are going to do. Part of the reason people are so 
cynical, part of the reason people do not trust anyone in 
public life is because of the example they see from this 
new government, which said one thing when it was in 
opposition and says something else now that it is the gov- 
ernment, which said one thing during the election cam- 
paign and is doing something else, and example after 
example, day after day, of the kind of rhetoric that, quite 
frankly, my constituents in the riding of Oriole are sick and 
tired of. They want to be able to have confidence that you 
stand in your place and read a statement or tell them what 
you are going to do, that is what you are going to do. 

I will be supporting this non-confidence motion today 
because each action this government has taken over the 
last eight months has done nothing to instil confidence in 
the people of this province, has done nothing to instil con- 
fidence in the business and investment sector in this prov- 
ince and has done nothing to lower the level of cynicism of 
the people in this province. It is sad, but it is true. I say to 
all members of this House and to my constituents in the 
riding of Oriole that I will stand in my place in this Legis- 
lature and do what I can to encourage this government to 
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raise its standards so that there will be credibility and con- 
fidence and people will be able to look to Ontario as a good 
place to come and invest and live together in the future. 


The Acting Speaker (Mrs Haslam): I remind the 
members that the debate is usually directed through the 
Chair and does not take place back and forth between 
individuals. 


Mr Carr: As I reflect on this government over the last 
little while, one of the things that has been more disturbing 
than anything else has been the fact that it did not say it 
was going to do this before it was elected. If they had said 
before the election that this is what they were going to do, 
that they were going to double the provincial deficit in just 
four short years, if they had said they were going to do that 
and if they had said they were going to spend like there 
was no tomorrow, then I guess I could have accepted it as 
an individual. What I find very hard to accept is a govern- 
ment that in opposition does not tell the people what it is 
going to do and then, when it gets into office, wham, we 
end up with the biggest provincial deficit in the history of 
this country and it never said it was going to do it. 

Let’s look at some of the statistics. Some of my friends 
talked about where the money is going to go. The biggest 
rise, if we look at the spending in this province, is what we 
spend on interest. It is a line item with the Treasury and it 
is the fastest-growing. It is going to be the fastest-growing 
of all of them. 

Let’s put it in perspective. At the end of the mandate of 
this particular government we are going to be spending $1 
million an hour, 24 hours a day, seven days a week, 365 
days a year, not to pay for health care, not to pay for 
services for seniors, not to pay for transportation and infra- 
structure, not to pay for any other programs, but just to pay 
the interest on the deficit alone. 

A lot of people can relate to that. When we start talking 
about percentage of gross domestic product and the $38 
billion and it is going to some $70 billion, people cannot 
relate to that, but it works out to be almost $15,000 a 
minute. In two minutes, while I speak, we will have paid 
the average wage of an employee. It is not to pay for 
health care but just to pay the interest on the deficit alone. 
That clock keeps ticking 24 hours a day, seven days a 
week, 365 days a year, just to pay for the fiscal madness of 
a government that never said it was going to do it. They 
did not have the political courage to say before, “We’re going 
to run up the deficit and spend like there’s no tomorrow.” 
They did not have the courage because they knew nobody 
wanted that. 

In the throne speech the government said it would lis- 
ten to the people and respond to the best of its ability. They 
should not listen to me; they should listen to what some of 
the people are saying. An individual who runs a small 
business says: “I’m scared stiff. Based on the attitude I’ve 
heard from business people, they are overwhelmed and 
they are leaving Ontario, giving up or doing something 
else. I’ve never spoken to people who are more negative, 
more pessimistic and more frightened to be in Ontario.” 

The next headline is, “NDP Frightening Off Business.” 
““Ontario’s government is scaring business and jobs 
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away,’ says the Toronto board of trade chairman. ‘We expect 
business to be competitive, but not to anticipate antagonism 
from government. High taxes and bristling business legisla- 
tion such as the increased payroll tax is driving jobs out.’” | 

The headlines go on. The same chap says: “Queen’s 
Park has not seen fit to respond to the fast-eroding interna- 
tional marketplace in Ontario. This isn’t a display of dis- 
loyalty, nor is it a threat; it is a new economic reality.” 

In this province today there is one fundamental fact 
that is truer and clearer now than it has ever been. If we 
cannot compete, we are going to lose markets, and when 
we lose markets people lose jobs. The sad part is that the 
people who are going to lose their jobs never knew what 
they were voting for when they voted for the NDP, be- 
cause it did not have the political courage to tell them it 
was going to do it. Now they are going to lose jobs. 
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All the government has done is increase the taxes on 
the people through deferred taxes. I want to save a bit of 
time, but I will sum up one thing. A group of kids in grade 
4 came into my legislative office here and brought me a 
little money tree and they said, “Would you please tell the 
Premier of this province that money does not grow or 
trees and we’re not going to pay because of Bob Rae and 
what he is doing to this province?” Kids in grades 4 and 5 
have an appreciation of the debt and when I spoke with 
them, most of them said, “Do you realize what you are 
doing to us with the environment and the deficit?” 

When others spoke about it—close to $20,000 accu. 
mulated deficit; in this province it was $3,500—we wil 
double it. In this province, as we sit here today, I coulc 
have accepted it if they had said that was what they wer 
going to do. They never said they were going to do it 
They did not have the political courage to do it and mj 
kids and the children in this province are going to have t 
pay for it and I do not think it is fair. I will be voting ir 
support of this resolution. 

One last point I want to make about this government i: 
that I believe the Premier two short days ago said, “I wan 
to hear from the people in the justice committee because. 
want to consult.” Two hours later they invoked closure i1 
that same justice committee and rammed it through be 
cause they did not want to hear about conflict any more 
Two hours, he speaks and says, “I want to hear from th 
justice committee.” Two hours later the member for Ot 
tawa Centre rams through closure on the justice committe 
and then we wonder why people are cynical and sceptica 
about politicians. They are cynical and sceptical about thi 
government, and I am going to be voting for this resolutiot 
and I hope the people of Ontario get an opportunity, be 
cause next time they are going to have to live on thei 
record. We are very pleased to introduce this resolutio1 
and I will be supporting it. 


Mr Silipo: As people know, I am not one who tend: 
to get up and speak a lot in the House. When I saw this 
motion I asked to be put on the list because I was ver} 
interested in having an opportunity to make a couple 0 
comments. Because I know there are other members 01 


this side who wish to speak as well I will try not to be too 
long. 

_ One of the things that troubles me a lot, as a new 
member in this Legislature, is the kind of double standard 
that seems to be applied throughout this House and the 
members of the opposition and, in this case the members 
of the third party, seem to be developing to new heights. I 
think it is quite appropriate for members of the opposition 
to call us, as members of the government, to task when we 
do not seem to be doing things in the way we suggested in 
‘An Agenda for People. I think that is quite appropriate. 
But it is also important for members of the opposition, 
particularly the leaders of the opposition—in this case, the 
leader of the third party—to be quite clear about what it is 
they are saying when they bring forward motions like this 
one. 


I listened with great interest to the speech from the 
leader of the third party today. It was full of inconsisten- 
cies and contradictions. I just sat in amazement at some of 
those and I want to touch on a couple and make a few 
comments about them. 


_ The motion attacks this government on its budgetary 
policies. Of course, at the heart of all of that is the continuous 
opposition to the $9.72 billion deficit which certainly none 
of us would have wanted to see, but a deficit we felt was 
necessary, not because we wanted to see the deficit in that 
way, but because we felt it was important in this difficult 
time to use the resources at our disposal to help those most 
in need. That is what provincial governments are supposed 
to do. 


I can well recall the times the Tories were in govern- 
ment when they did not provide program after program 
requested of them, whether in education or other fields, 
until and unless 10 different polls said it was okay to do so. 


Mr Klopp: Or just before elections. 


Mr Silipo: Or just before elections, exactly. I can cer- 
tainly recall, when the Liberals managed to get in power 
with our support some years ago, that some improvements 
did happen and we did see some programs. However, they 
then seemed to perfect the art of passing the buck literally 
on to the municipalities and the school boards and have 
been able to balance budgets, in effect, on the backs of the 
property taxpayers. 

It seems to me we are trying to take our responsibilities 
as a provincial government as seriously as we can. We are 
ensuring that programs are continued, that social assis- 
tance is provided in this particular dire time of need be- 
cause, what is the alternative? The alternative is to say to 
people: “Sorry. We are not going to help you.” The alterna- 
tive is to say to school boards and municipalities, “We are 
‘Not going to give you the money you need to run those 
services and you can then talk to the property taxpayers 
about whether you want to increase those rates.” 


__ That is what it comes down to. When we talk about the 
huge deficit we need to put it quite honestly in that kind of 
context because otherwise we would be less than frank 
with the electorate out there. My sense is that while nobody 
likes the $9.75-billion deficit there is in fact some under- 
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standing, much more so than people in this room would 
want to accept about the need for that deficit to be there. 

The other point made in this non-confidence motion is 
the question of the way the government goes about doing 
its business and, as set out in the motion, practising “arbi- 
trary and secretive decision-making.” It is interesting, 
again, to go back to some of the comments the leader of 
the third party made on that earlier. Within the space of a 
couple of seconds in his speech, he was on the one hand 
berating us for not having the courage to admit when we 
made some mistakes, when we were wrong and when we 
perhaps did not fully size up the issues before us, and on 
the other hand was critical of our bringing in changes to 
Bill 70, for example, the wage protection bill. 

That, interestingly enough, is set out right in the motion. 
He cannot have it both ways. He either is prepared to take the 
position that he is going to criticize us wherever we make 
changes, or he has to be prepared to acknowledge that, yes, 
we as government also acknowledge that sometimes the ini- 
tial policies and bills brought forward maybe do not take into 
account everything that needs to be taken into account and 
that, through the consultation process that ensues, changes 
and improvements to that legislation are made. 

That, quite frankly, is part of the process. A lot needs to 
be done to entrench that as a system of operation around 
this place. As government, we need to be open to those 
changes and I think the opposition needs to also be pre- 
pared to acknowledge that when those changes are made, 
they are made with every good intention and goodwill. 

The last point I want to make deals with the third point 
in this resolution that attacks the government’s sense of 
integrity in attacking the conflict-of-interest guidelines. 
Again, I find it puzzling that the leader of the third party is 
able to stand up and berate the government on that when at 
the same time he is able to participate in, and I presume 
lead, this kind of campaign that has appeared in ads in our 
newspapers. On the one hand he not only juxtaposes some 
photographs, in my view distorting the perception people 
have of these kinds of issues, but at the same time encourages 
people to donate to the PC fund on the understanding they 
will then get a generous Ontario tax credit in return. 

I want for a minute to ask the members of this House 
to consider what the position of the leader of the third 
party would be if there appeared tomorrow an advertise- 
ment in the same newspaper on behalf of the NDP 
applauding some particular initiative of the government 
and saying; “Send in your cheques to the NDP because 
you are going to get a nice rebate in return.” This is the 
same individual who stands up as tax fighter number one 
and berates us on our spending practices and yet has no 
qualms about turning around and using taxpayers’ money 
for this kind of tactic. In the end it comes down to a sense 
of consistency and decency. 

There is no doubt that in our period as a young govern- 
ment we have not done everything perfectly. All of us on 
this side of the House would be quite open in standing up 
and saying that. A lot of that comes from the inexperience 
of being in government, but I also agree it is something we 
need to overcome, and I am confident we will overcome. It 
is one thing to make mistakes because of inexperience; it 
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is another thing to make mistakes or not to make decisions 
because you do not want to. 

This is a government that has the interests of the people 
of the province at heart. This is a government prepared to 
act, to take on the responsibilities, even if it means making 
the tough decisions economically and running up the kind 
of deficit there is, because to do otherwise would mean 
that the pain out there would be multiplied 10-fold. That is 
the difference between this government and the opposition. 
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Mr Bisson: I was expecting more members from the 
opposition to speak, but I guess they have used up most of 
their time. 

I guess you can stand here as a government member, 
an opposition member, and indulge in the rhetoric we find 
in the House. I would like to apologize to the member 
from Oriole for what I said a little while ago. I was indulg- 
ing in that practice. I am trying to contain myself because I 
do not really think it gives us anything. We have to respect 
each other’s positions and try to be able to work together, 
to try to find some solutions to the problems we find our- 
selves in today. 

Rather than going around from the other end and talking 
about the budget and the decisions we have had to make as 
a government—some pretty tough decisions, I might add, 
coming into government and finding some of the things 
we found when we got in—I would like to talk a little bit 
more about what is happening in regard to the strategy on 
the part of the opposition parties, both the Liberal Party 
and the Tory party at the same time. 

It is interesting that in this debate today a lot of analogies 
have been drawn by members from both opposition parties. 
The analogy that is always used, the one we hear in this 
House all the time, is about the NDP socialist government 
being a draconian-type government. The member for 
Mississauga West a little while ago used the analogy of 
every child in Ontario being born crying because there is 
an NDP government and this debt we are putting on him. 
Really, give me a break. It is quite something to listen to 
that because I really do not think it adds to the decorum of 
this House. It further demonstrates contempt towards the 
voters of this province. All this does at the end is to instil a 
lack of confidence in the provincial economy itself. I think 
we all understand in this House how you get an economy 
rolling; yes, it is by direct government policy, to a certain 
extent, but it is also on the basis of the people within the 
province having some faith in their own economy. 

When we hear the things the member for Dovercourt 
talked about—the article appearing in various papers con- 
demning our government over the past budget and how all 
of these businesses are running away from the province 
because of this draconian socialist government, as they 
like to term it—it does absolutely nothing to try to instil 
some positive aspects in the people of this province. 

We have to keep in mind that 90% of the people in this 
province are working. They have money in their pocket. 
The problem is they are afraid to spend that money. Why? 
Because they listen to the parliamentary channel, they pick 
up the paper, they do all of those things. When people sit 
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back and look at that kind of thing, they get a little bit 
worried. They get worried when they see the coalition of 
business coming together really incensed about the whole 
idea of having an NDP government in power, because re- 
ally that is what it is all about. It challenges the status quo, 
the way the power structure used to be situated in this 
province until about a year ago. Getting together and talk- 
ing about all the ills we find today within our society—the 
businesses moving south, the cross-border issue, all of the 
problems we have now—what they are trying to do is 
associate them with this government. 


Mrs Caplan: Your policies are making it worse. 


Mr Bisson: If the member for Oriole would listen, she 
would see that what happened is that there were a lot of 
policies that were put in place by our federal counterparts, 
the cousins, the member for Nipissing’s friends in Ottawa, 
under the Brian Mulroney government that really affected 
directly the problem we find in our economy today. 

We look at the effect the free trade agreement has had 
on the people of Ontario and the people of Canada, but 
especially on the people here with regard to what it has 
done to our economy; it has been atrocious. Yes, it is true 
that businesses are picking up and going to the United 
States and other places because of mechanisms that were 
put in place by the policies of the federal government to 
allow them to do that. 


What people forget is that when we set out to build this 
economy back in 1867 and on forward, there was a recog- 
nition of the fact that we have the second-largest geogra- 
phy in the world, that we have one of the least densely 
populated countries in the world—we have some 26 mil- 
lion people—and that it was necessary for the government 
of the day and the ones that came from 1867 on, including 
Liberals and Tories, which brought good policy at the 
time, to build an infrastructure within this country that 
allowed business to be competitive. 

If we left it strictly to the private sector to develop our 
transportation industry, telecommunications, education, the 
social infrastructure that we now understand as being nec- 
essary to do business, it would not be done. Not only 
would it be to the detriment of the people of this country 
and this province, but it would mean that those businesses 
could not afford to compete. If you had to set up a trans- 
portation industry strictly based on the economy the Tories 
are trying to tell us, it would not happen. You would have 
the corridors between Montreal and Toronto and Winnipeg 


and nothing else on the outer fringes such as Timmins and 


Sudbury, different places within the country and the province 
that are not as densely populated as we are here in the south. 
The thing is that there is some reality we have to look at. 
This country is very different. We built this country based 
on some standards and on some admission of both our 
geography and the population within this country, to make 
sure we put in place that infrastructure so that in the end 
business had a place, had a way it could do business and 
could rely on to make sure it can move their goods from St 
John’s, Newfoundland, to Vancouver Island, to wherever, 
with a good transportation net that, yes, was paid by the 
taxpayers of this country. We all admitted that. The past 
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Tory governments and Liberal governments and CCF-NDP 
zovernments in the past realized that and built on that. 

What we have had in this country over the past six or 
seven or eight years is a total reversal of how we built this 
economy. That is the problem we have today in this country. 
{t is not because an NDP government got elected that we 
nave this problem; it is because there has been a total 
seversal about what this whole country is about. There is 
a0 more admission that the government and the people 
have a responsibility to make sure that infrastructure is in 
olace, to make sure we take care of those who are less 
fortunate than others. That is what we built this country on. 
__ The leader of the third party stands before us today and 
tries to blame all the ills and the wills of the Ontario economy 
on this present government. I tend to differ. I think he is 
misleading the people of this province. He is doing it purely 
for political gain. All this does is try to instil a further lack 
of confidence on the part of the people of Ontario towards 
this government so that in the end they can say, “We told 
you so.” All they are doing is trying to add fuel to the fire, 
trying to help to a certain degree the dissatisfaction, trying 
to get business to move away from Ontario, because in the 
end that is politically good for them. But it is the people of 
Ontario who will be hurt in the end. 

I really resent that. I think it is partisan politics to the 
uttermost contempt of politics. What we should be doing is 
trying to work together. We should be trying to bring for- 
ward solutions on how we are able to solve some of the 
economic problems we find ourselves in today because of 
what has happened, because of the global economy, which 
is not all a Canadian problem, because of the economies 
around us that have changed. We have to respond to that, 
because of the changes that we have seen in federal legis- 
lation over the past eight years. 
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If all of the parties were to sit in this Legislature, as the 
people of our ridings want, to put forward good proposals, 
maybe then we could move ahead. But what do we get? In 
the throne speech, we talked as a government at the very 
beginning that where we heard people speaking loudly on 
an issue, who wanted us to to change our minds on some- 
‘thing, we would do so. On the one hand, we hear the 
Opposition talking about how we need to consult and how 
we need to be able to be flexible and change our positions 
On Situations, and when we do that in the other breath they 
jump all over us saying: “That’s terrible. It shows that 
-you’re incompetent, that you’re not able to do anything, 
that you’re not able to make a decision” — 


_ Mrs Caplan: Incompetent. You’re not able to do 
anything. 
__ Mr Bisson: The member for Oriole is saying it again. 
She is adding to that. What they are advocating is that we 
as a government do not listen to the people. That is what 
government is all about, listening to our constituents 
within this province and acting according to their needs, 
‘Tealizing at the end of the day we as a government have to 
make a decision. Even if we make the best decision in the 
world and 80% of the people are happy, we will still have 
20% who will be unhappy, and that 20% will make some 
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noise. That is what democracy is all about. But to get 
active in partisan politics to the point of hurting the econ- 
omy of this country and of this province, I think is very 
irresponsible on their part, and I would say that the people 
of this province will remember that. 

The other point I am going to make very quickly, be- 
cause we are running out of time, is that the Liberals like 
to talk about all the experience they have. I remember that 
in 1985 the Liberal government was elected in a minority 
situation and with the accord with the NDP government of 
today put forward some good legislation with the help of 
us, yes, a socialist government. I use that term very much 
pride because socialism is something that works. It has 
been proven. 

But, my God, they were the third party. They had no 
more experienced members when they came to govern- 
ment in 1985 than we did in 1990, but somehow they try 
to put the perception that somehow we do not not have the 
experience. 

I would point to the good ministers and members we 
have on this side of the House, with a vast amount of 
experience from business to economics to labour to agri- 
culture to industry to a number of issues, who are able to 
bring to this government a different flavour on how we 
solve problems within this province. 

That is all people want. People want honest govern- 
ment that listens and in the end acts on what it is being 
told. This government has shown that. As to the Treasurer, 
I was quite proud on Monday when he stood in this House 
and talked about the need to be able to go back on one of 
the things we had mentioned in the budget, after we had 
heard from people within the community. We did so. We 
realized people would look at that as being somewhat in- 
decisive, but it is recognizing the fact that we need to listen 
to people out there. 

With that I will conclude my remarks. There are only 
about eight minutes left on the clock. I just want to remind 
members that we should be working together, rather than 
sitting here trying to point fingers at each other, and trying 
to come up with solutions in here. On points where we 
have fundamental disagreement, then let us disagree, but 
let us work together. 

Mr Runciman: In the brief time I have available, I 
want to put a few matters on the record. 

Earlier today I tabled a resolution with respect to 21 
manufacturing operations in the city of Brockville, which I 
represent, expressing concerns about their ability to do 
business in this province, not only talking about the current 
government but also about initiatives brought in under the 
Liberal regime of five years. Many of them have impacted 
on businesses in terms of administrative costs in a signifi- 
cant way, where they have seen their administrative costs 
increase four to five times and their ability to compete with 
offshore manufacturers being eroded. 

We are now seeing initiatives undertaken by the socialist 
government that are going to further erode the competitive 
position of business and industry in this province. Some of 
the legislation that is being proposed which will enable 
employees to unionize the workplace with a very modest 
number of employees is one of special concern. 
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One that bothers me, as a former member of manage- 
ment in industry, is the suggestion that they are going to 
prevent management from maintaining operations in a 
strike-bound plant. I know many industries are marginal 
operations and if they are placed in a position where they 
cannot continue to operate, even on a reduced basis, they 
are going to close. In effect initiatives such as this one that 
is one proposed are costing jobs, forcing manufacturers out 
of this province. 

That is a reality. That is a reality for people who have 
carried out meaningful jobs in business and industry in this 
province and can have some appreciation of that, unlike the 
members occupying the socialist benches in this House. 

I want to talk about one other element that has not been 
mentioned to any significant extent. I chair the government 
agencies committee of the Legislature. We have been deal- 
ing for the past number of months with appointments to 
government agencies, boards and commissions, and this is 
not getting a lot of public attention. 

What is happening with this government is that we are 
seeing day after day political hacks, if you will, people 
who have been NDP socialist supporters for many years, 
finally getting their just reward. It is scary when we see 
appointments to the Workers’ Compensation Board and the 
tilt that is going to have in respect of business and industry 
operations in this province. Even scarier are the appoint- 
ments to the Ontario Hydro board of directors. What we 
are seeing is government control, government takeover of 
Ontario Hydro, and that is a scary proposition when we see 
anti-business, anti-nuke types appointed to the board of 
directors of Ontario Hydro, and this socialist, ideological 
government wanting hands-on control of that crown cor- 
poration. It is scary for all of us. 

A businessman in my riding, Bill Fraser, president of 
Computer Assembly Systems, was quoted in the Toronto Sun 
today talking about the business environment in this province: 
“I’ve never spoken to more people who are negative, pes- 
simistic and frightened.” 


Mr Bradley: I want to begin by indicating my support 
for the motion of non-confidence in the government. I 
have to stretch my own thoughts a bit on this to be supportive 
of it, particularly when I hear some of the disparaging 
remarks that members of the Conservative Party direct to- 
wards the previous government. 

One of the aspects of the non-confidence motion deals 
with the budgetary deficit. Of course we are dealing with 
the largest budgetary deficit since we had the last Conser- 
vative government in Ontario back in 1982, and 1982 was 
the previous high deficit in this province under those who 
now characterize themselves as the tax-savers. 

I want to zero in, first of all, on the tax on auto workers 
which has been a point of discussion in this Legislature for 
some period of time. Those of us in opposition in the 
Liberal Party have directed a number of questions. I have 
had the opportunity in this House to direct a number of 
questions to the Minister of Labour, the Minister of Indus- 
try, Trade and Technology and to the Treasurer about the 
inadvisability of the tax that was announced in the provincial 
budget which essentially is a tax on auto workers and 
those who rely on the automotive industry in this province. 
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I was discouraged by the fact that in the midst of a very 
significant recession, at a time when we are facing the kind 
of unprecedented competition we have certainly not seen! 
for my lifetime in this province, the Treasurer would intro- 
duce on behalf of the government a tax that essentially was 
a penalty on the automotive industry and ultimately on 
auto workers in this province. | 

I was encouraged by the fact that in recognition of the’ 
pummelling the Treasurer took from the opposition and) 
some of the pressure from the outside, he was at least 
prepared to modify this under the relentless pressure that 
was placed on him, that he was prepared to modify the tax. 
But essentially what his modification exposed was the fact 
that in the first place it was simply a tax grab disguised as 
some environmental initiative. When we see that he started 
out his discussions, with all the players who appeared on 
the panel at the press conference, by saying that he was 
going to maintain his revenues, that it was going to be 
essentially tax neutral, we recognize that it was a tax grab 
and nothing less. 

Now he has modified it. I said to the Treasurer I would 
not say he retreated, and I did not use the word “retreat.” I 
said I would compliment him if he withdrew that tax and 
provided a tax incentive for individuals in Ontario to pur- 
chase new vehicles that would have better pollution con- 
trol equipment, that would have better mileage or, as we 
refer to it, fuel efficiency. He did not do that. Instead of 
withdrawing that tax and providing significant incentives, 
he threw some peanuts to the crowd by giving $100 for 
some very small cars and of course rejigging the tax so he 
still got as much money in from the automotive industry. 

I am frankly surprised that a government which sup- 
posedly knew so much about the automotive industry, 
which has so many members in the caucus who have had 
some experience, would come forward with a tax like this. 
It leads me to believe they did not share with their caucus 
members what they were planning for Ontario. 

My friend the member for Chatham-Kent would not 
have been a person who would have advocated this. My 
friend the member for Lincoln would not have been an 
individual who would have said, “Yes, please tax the auto 
workers of this province.” They are people who, because 
they know on a firsthand basis the impact of the industry, 
would have counselled that there be no tax increase and 
that the incentive be provided so that the Treasurer could 
meet both the environmental desires of the government 


_ and the people of this province, and stimulate the economy 
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We have now heard General Motors make suggestions 
that it is going to move jobs out of Canada. Now that is a 
very difficult circumstance, because we are in a situation 
where virtually all of the analysts who have looked care- 
fully at the automotive industry in this province are saying 
it is very competitive and there is overcapacity, and of 
course the pressure is on many people who work in the 
industry when we start talking about moving the jobs from 
one country to another. 

The Canadian Auto Workers union will make its own 
judgement. It will assess what the company has to say. It 


| 
| 


| 


vill take the course of action that it deems appropriate, and 
hat is the responsible and correct way. It is not for any of 
is in this Legislature to dictate to those workers in those 
ylants whether they should make any changes to their de- 
nands or make any concessions. It is entirely up to the 
inion to make that judgement. 

| My concern is that this government is not creating an 
vironment which would encourage industry to stay in 
Jntario—never mind those who are in the plant—by making 
any concessions or changes. They are not creating an at- 
mosphere which would encourage companies to maintain 
heir investments in Ontario, where we have an excellent 
workforce and good facilities, and they certainly are not 
sncouraging people in this country and other countries to 
nvest in new plant and new equipment in this province. 
That is most unfortunate, because we recognize that the 
automotive industry is responsible, directly or indirectly, 
‘or probably one in six jobs in Ontario, between its suppliers 
ind the direct jobs that are created. 

There is another thing the Treasurer did not take into 
account, and nobody mentioned it at the press conference 
yesterday. By the way, he lined all the people up at the 
gress conference to nod acquiescently that, yes, this was 
etter than what he had before. It reminded me of those 
Jolls in the back of a vehicle where all the heads were 
moving like this. But essentially what they were saying 
was that a kick in the shins is better than a kick in the head 
and therefore they are prepared to accept it. 

But auto workers across this province will know the 
devastating impact of this. Consumers across this province 
will know and certainly those who thought the government 
had come forward with an environmental initiative will 
know that it was a fraud, that essentially it was a tax grab. 
If the Treasurer had come before the House and said, “I 
want to grab some taxes out of the pockets of the people of 
this province,” and he was direct and forthright, I would 
have said, “I’m opposed to that, but at least you’re being 
up front.” But no, there is a disguise of some kind of 
environmental initiative. 

What they do not understand, what many of those people 
do not understand, is that we make auto parts in Ontario. 
Nobody on the panel talked about parts. Certainly in my 
community of St Catharines, we make automotive parts— 
we do not assemble vehicles—and we make them for all 
kinds of cars in our various factories across the province. 
Some of them are hit by the tax, some of them are not hit 
by the tax. Surely somebody over there in the government 
would have recognized that the impact was on those who 
produced parts, not just those who do the assembling in the 
province. That is why I was surprised when the Treasurer 
came forward with this tax on auto workers in the first 
place and when he retained that tax and simply rejigged it. 

There are a couple of other items I would like to discuss 
very briefly. The Globe and Mail editorial spotted this one. 
I spotted it immediately because it reminded me of W. A. C. 
Bennett and the Social Credit in British Columbia. What 
he used to do was use crown corporations and BC Hydro 
to hide his debts somewhere else. He would say, “Look, 
we have no deficit in the province this year,” or “We’re not 
‘spending this money, we’re not spending that money,” and 
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really it would be the crown corporations doing it, with the 
hand of the government well behind them. This govern- 
ment has intruded into that area once again. They figure 
perhaps that when people see their hydro rates increase, 
they will not recognize that this is a government expenditure. 

I would not be cnitical of what they are attempting to do 
in terms of social programs and in terms of investments. It 
is the fact that they pretend that it is not taxpayers’ money 
doing it. Be up front; be honest. That is what the Premier 
always said in opposition. That is what I wanted to see 
when he came to government, if he ever did. 

We have an expenditure of $52.8 billion in Ontario this 
year. I know out of that amount probably the Minister of 
Health is thinking, “I must be able to find some money for 
a CAT scan machine for the Niagara region or an MRI 
machine for the Niagara region.” She knows she would not 
have to pay the capital cost; it would simply be the operating 
costs later on if it is approved appropriately. She knows— 


Mr Nixon: Did the Liberal government not put one 
down there already? 


Mr Bradley: The government has already put one 
down there, but the minister knows it would be done ap- 
propriately because the Niagara District Health Council 
followed all the rules. Now apparently those rules have 
been thrown out the window and everybody comes run- 
ning in trying to get a CAT scan. This is according to those 
who have done investigative research in this particular 
matter. I am sure the Minister of Health would want to 
look into that. 


In terms of cross-border shopping, I am the first person 
to say it is not an easy problem to deal with. It really is not. 
I want to be fair to both the federal government and the 
provincial government in that regard. But what this gov- 
ernment does is make it worse. Just when people started to 
say, “Perhaps patriotically I might not buy my products in 
the United States,” along comes the federal tax, bang, on 
cigarettes, alcohol and gasoline. Those are the loss-leaders 
that get people going over the border. Then we have the 
provincial government doing the same thing. So people 
will go over the river for those purposes, as we say. 

I am looking for this government to cut those taxes to 
encourage people to stay here. I am looking for this gov- 
ernment to assist as well. I think the Minister of Agricul- 
ture and Food made some reference to this, in fairness to 
him, about advertising the good products we have here in 
the province and some of the good reasons why people 
might shop Ontario instead of making purchases that they 
think would be more desirable in other places. 

I also want to talk about, because this resolution deals 
with traditions, the OPP Pipes and Drums. Every person 
here in every community of the province has seen and 
heard the Pipes and Drums. Only the member for Oxford 
has not, and I am sure all of his constituents have seen the 
OPP Pipes and Drums and the Golden Helmets precision 
team. Even though they would have to pay more for their 
gas and maybe a tax on the vehicles, the fact is that they 
instilled a lot of pride in the people of Ontario. Members 
will remember when I read the letter from Mrs Kay Todd 
about her experience in Gogama, one of the places the 
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Treasurer is familiar with. I hope the government will re- 
consider that decision. I think that was something that in- 
stilled pride in the people of Ontario and maintained 
traditions, traditions that the government has often cast 
aside. 

One of the things I want to say, and I will take the 
opportunity here to say it, is I was pleased that this govern- 
ment followed through with the contract for the Port Wel- 
ler drydocks for the Pelee Island ferry. What we need now, 
and I am sure this government would support it, is a fed- 
eral government contract for those minesweepers. I know 
some people over there do not want any minesweepers built 
perhaps, but if they are going to be built, let’s have them built 
in the city of St Catharines. I know my friends from the 
peninsula agree with that and they will support it because 
they can blame Mulroney if it is not done. That of course 
makes it very attractive to members of the government. 

How I wish I had a couple of hours to deal with all of 
the matters that are before us, but I do not have. Let me 
talk very briefly about patronage. One thing the members 
opposite have done, which is great for any succeeding 
government I suppose, is they have made so many patron- 
age appointments that no other government will have to 
apologize if it does the same thing. They are entitled to do 
it—I have never denied the fact that they are entitled to do 
it—but they were not going to; they gave the impression 
that they were not going to do this. 

With Ish Theilheimer and so many other people getting 
their jobs, we can be sure that while the people of this 
province may not see the NDP at this point in time as 
being worse than the other parties, they are recognizing 
that the NDP and the Premier of this province are essen- 
tially the same as other politicians and other parties. The 
halo is gone. If there ever was a halo, it is gone, and that is 
reflected in the resolution of non-confidence put forward 
by the third party this afternoon. 

I wish I could vote for the government in a non-confi- 
dence motion. I wish I could say I had that confidence, but 
at this point, with the performance of this government, 
with the performance of the members of this government, 
with the circumstances in the province, I find myself in the 
position of having to support the Progressive Conservative 
motion. 
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Hon Ms Lankin: It is interesting to listen to this dis- 
cussion and to the tone and much of the rhetoric I have 
heard this afternoon. I listened particularly to the leadoff 
speaker for the third party and I was amazed at some of the 
outrageous things I heard said in terms of what I think 
were very problematic statements, given my understanding 
of the facts. 

I think it would be helpful if we could get some better 
research for the third party members so they were factually 
correct in what they started from and the premises that 
they took, but quite frankly I think they are not interested 
in that. I think they have an agenda, and it is a partisan 
political agenda; there is not an honest intellectual debate 
going on in this House. 
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We do have differing opinions and that is okay; that is 
what democracy is about, exploring ideas, ideologies, dif. 
ferent approaches. We have a different approach to the 
way of doing things. We believe different things. We star 
from different points of view. We can discuss that, and tha 
is an important discussion to have, but we cannot have tha’ 
kind of discussion when it is veiled in the rhetoric of parti. 
san politics that is not interested in truth as the premise tc 
start from. 


I have to make an exception in terms of some of the 
discussion that has gone on and say that the member for S$ 
Catharines, as usual, tried very hard not to engage in tha 
kind of ill-founded presentation of the facts. That does no 
mean I agree with him on everything he said, and there are 
a couple of points I would respond to. 


Towards the end he talked about patronage appoint 
ments. I am just amazed to hear that kind of allegation 
Within one of my portfolios as the Minister of Health, | 
sign many, many appointments and reappointments to dis 
trict health councils, to community advisory boards. By 
and large, these are appointments that have been made 
under Conservative and Liberal governments that we ar 
reappointing, hundreds of them. These are not placins 
NDP hacks, as I heard being said. 


In regard to the appointments that come through cabine 
and orders in council, as chair of cabinet I have to sign al 
of those orders in council when they are approved by cabinet 
There is no foundation to that kind of statement, sayin; 
that there are not high-profile Liberals and Tories bein; 
appointed. What we are doing is getting people who hav 
got backgrounds and abilities and a contribution to make 
some people who have been shut out in this province an 
never had an opportunity to make a contribution in th 
past. They are getting that opportunity now and that is th 
difference. 


The member for Mississauga West talked about hov 
shocked he was to hear that people on this side could sa 
they were proud of what had happened during the proces: 
of setting this budget and coming forward with the budge 
and presenting it to the people of Ontario. Let me say I an 
genuinely proud to be a member of this government and t 
be a member of the cabinet and to have been a membe 
putting forward that budget to the people of Ontario. 

I think it is time there was some truth put on the recor 
with respect to this deficit. Let’s talk about what that defi 
cit is made up of. Let’s talk about the $8 billion that i 
institutional, systemic in its structure with respect to reve 
nues that have dropped off in this province to a leve 
below that which we have seen before. We have never ha 
a real shrinkage in revenues in the Ontario governmen 
before. We experienced that this year. That isa first. 


Let’s talk about social assistance payments. Let’s no 
just use numbers, a 40% increase in social assistance re 
cipients. Let’s translate that into real people, into th 
human suffering that represents. What would the other par 
ties have us do with respect to that in the budget? Just cu 
those people off? Not present for them a choice, an oppor 
tunity, a hope? That is what our budget means for thes 
people. It is a hope of building back from this recession. 
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_ I agree with one thing the member for Oriole said. We 
te suffering through a recession that is different from any 
ecession we have suffered through before. There is a 
aajor restructuring going on. There is permanent job loss. 
this is not a time in which we can just bat around phrases 
ind say, “Cut and slash,” or where we can just scapegoat 
yublic sector workers as though somehow that is going to 
colve the problem. The problem we are facing is much 
leeper and much more structural than that. Quite frankly, 
ve need solutions where there is co-operation. 
I have heard words about partnership. I have heard 
.ccusations that we are not attempting to build partner- 
hips with the business community. I heard from the third 
-yarty that this party over here has just gone willy-nilly and 
aised taxes. Nothing could be further from the truth. They 
should look at that budget and tell me where there are 
nassive tax increases that hit people and that hit business. 

Quite frankly, there is no doubt we are suffering from a 
yublic who at this time is very anxious about tax increases. 
ver the last number of years it has experienced an incred- 
ble rate of tax increases. There is no doubt that kind of 
hetoric will find resonance out there and people will say, 
“Oh no, more tax increases.” But that is not what hap- 
ened in this budget and it is time there were some truth in 
what the third party presents to the people of this province. 

‘I hear from this party that we have to have restraint, yet 
_ have members from this party come across daily to me, 
is the Minister of Health, who want us to build more 
1ospital beds and spend more money in their ridings. They 
speak out of both sides of their mouths. 

I have to come back again to the member for St Catha- 
rines. It is not that I personally want to attack what he said, 
out he raises an important symbolic issue. He talks about 
the fact that we have not supported traditions because we 
cut money in certain areas. He refers specifically to the 
OPP Pipes and Drums and the Golden Helmets. 

The process we went through in terms of setting this 
budget was obviously a very difficult balancing act. We 
cut $700 million from the budget of Ontario. That is the 
largest cut ever taken in this province at any time in his- 
tory. We had to do that in order to reprioritize, to spend 
money on new programs that were important. Those are 
difficult choices. Those are not choices that make govern- 
ments popular. It would be nice to continue to pay for 
everything that is out there. 


The choices are going to become more difficult as the 
years go on. As we roll out into our second- and third-year 
projections on this budget, we will have to continue to 
make very difficult choices about reallocation of dollars, 
because we are no longer in an economy in which we can 
just have add-ons and add-ons of new programs. We have 
to look at the moneys we are spending. We have to spend 
them in smarter ways. We have to look at reallocation. 
That is what fiscal responsibility is about. 

I understand how difficult facing this kind of budget 
deficit is right now and how difficult it will be over the 
next few years. The kind of partisan rhetoric I have heard 
today is not helpful in solving those problems. I say we are 
absolutely dedicated to being fiscally responsible and tak- 
ing those hard decisions, and I surely believe I will hear 
the members of the opposition stand and howl about those 
cuts. 
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The House divided on Mr Harris’s motion, which was 
negatived on the following vote: 


Ayes-39 

Amott, Beer, Bradley, Callahan, Caplan, Carr, Cleary, 
Conway, Cousens, Cunningham, Daigeler, Elston, Eves, 
Grandmaitre, Harnick, Harris, Henderson, Jackson, Jor- 
dan, Mahoney, Marland, McLean, McLeod, Miclash, 
Murdoch, B., Nixon, Offer, O’Neil, H., O’Neill, Y., Poir- 
ier, Ramsay, Runciman, Sterling, Stockwell, Sullivan, 
Turnbull, Villeneuve, Wilson, J., Witmer. 


Nays—68 


Abel, Akande, Allen, Bisson, Boyd, Carter, Charlton, 
Christopherson, Churley, Cooper, Coppen, Drainville, 
Duignan, Farnan, Ferguson, Fletcher, Frankford, Gigantes, 
Grier, Haeck, Hampton, Hansen, Harrington, Haslam, 
Hayes, Hope, Huget, Jamison, Johnson, Klopp, Kormos, 
Lankin, Laughren, Lessard, Mackenzie, MacKinnon, 
Malkowski, Mammoliti, Marchese, Martel, Mathyssen, 
Mills, Morrow, Murdock, S., North, O’Connor, Owens, 
Perruzza, Philip, E., Pilkey, Pouliot, Rae, Rizzo, Silipo, 
Sutherland, Ward, B., Ward, M., Wark-Martyn, Waters, 
Wessenger, White, Wildman, Wilson, F., Wilson, G., 
Winninger, Wiseman, Wood, Ziemba. 


The House adjourned at 1800. 
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Wednesday 26 June 1991 


The House met at 1332. 
Prayers. 


MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 


HIGHWAY LITTER 


Mr Cleary: Removing litter along the province’s high- 
ways is an expensive proposition for Ontario taxpayers. The 
adopt-a-highway litter control program would be one way of 
solving the province’s highway litter problem without costing 
the taxpayers a cent. It would also provide full-time jobs at a 
time when unemployment is at a maximum. Similar pro- 
grams already exist in the United States and have proven to 
be effective both financially and environmentally. 

The intent is to hire the unemployed, train them in road 
safety, in conjunction with Ministry of Transportation 
guidelines, and have them do the cleaning and removal of 
litter. 

The cost of establishing these working groups would 
be covered by obtaining private sponsors and corporate 
sponsorships, allowing them to adopt a highway, a specific 
strip of a highway, setting up approved signs that would 
indicate the individual sponsors. The results would be ob- 
vious: cleaner and more beautiful highways, business in- 
volved in the environment, providing jobs for the 
unemployed and making our province more attractive for 
tourists. 

I support this proposed program and I hope that all 
members of the Legislature would also endorse the adopt- 
a-highway litter control program. I am proud to say that 
the contact people for this program in eastern Ontario are 
Frank Edwards and René Laurin. 


PARKING FACILITIES 


Mr Harnick: In the 34th session of the Legislature 
the then member for Willowdale announced the planned 
>xpansion of the old Cummer GO station parking lot. The 
droblem is that the government neglected to consult with 
the people in the community. The Pineway Area Ratepay- 
2rs Association has made several attempts to contact both 
3O Transit and the Minister of Transportation in order to 
contribute to the decision-making process. Their appeals 
ave gone unanswered. 

The minister, in a letter written to me, indicated that 
yublic input has been sought. The residents living in the 
?ineway Boulevard area have had to fight to be heard by 
he government. The people of Willowdale deserve better 
han token gestures from the government of Ontario. I 
iave asked to meet with the minister so that I could con- 
vey to him the wishes of my constituents, yet he has been 
00 busy to see me. 

I recently hosted a town hall meeting where a motion 
vas unanimously passed opposing the forced expansion of 
he parking lot. If the parking lot has to be expanded, let 
he expansion. occur with the least amount of disruption to 
he community. Place the parking lot on the east side of 
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Leslie Street. Ensure that access to the parking lot will 
occur off Leslie Street. The ministry has indicated to me 
that access will occur from Pineway Boulevard. The min- 
ister should be aware that there is a public school and 
playground on Pineway Boulevard. The minister should 
not turn residential streets into thoroughfares. I ask him to 
listen to the people of Willowdale. 


STAN NAPPER 


Mr Morrow: Today I would like to pay tribute to a 
local politician in my riding of Wentworth East. 

Last Friday, Mayor Stan Napper of the city of Stoney 
Creek announced that he was stepping down from his po- 
sition for health reasons. Mr Napper has been battling can- 
cer for several months and thought it was in the best 
interests of his community to retire, as he could not carry 
out his duties as mayor. 

Stan Napper started his political career as vice-reeve of 
Saltfleet township. Later, he served as councillor of the 
city of Stoney Creek. In 1985, Mr Napper was elected 
mayor of Stoney Creek. 

During his 1985 election campaign, Stan Napper 
promised a modern city hall for the city. On 15 June, I had 
the honour to attend the official opening of the new Stoney 
Creek city hall, not only as the elected representative but 
also representing the Minister of Municipal Affairs. Unfor- 
tunately, Mayor Napper was unable to attend due to his 
illness. He did have a prepared statement read out. I be- 
lieve this was one of Mayor Napper’s proudest achieve- 
ments in his long and distinguished career. 

At this time, I would like to ask all members from both 
sides of this House to pay tribute to such a fine mayor. 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 


Mrs Sullivan: I am rising today to follow in the tradi- 
tion established by the Minister of the Environment when 
she served as opposition critic for the Environment. As she 
has done in the past, I am issuing a report card on the 
government’s performance on environmental issues. 

Unfortunately, the minister has failed to make the 
grade. I have had to give her an F in virtually every cate- 
gory for failing to deliver on the NDP’s commitments to 
environmental interest groups and to the people of Ontario, 
both during the election and since that time. 

This is not a frivolous exercise. The lack of action and 
direction from the minister leaves an environmental night- 
mare as our legacy to our children. As well, her statements 
have created disarray and confusion among those to whom 
the environment is a priority. 

It is important that there be clear direction to business 
people who are attempting to plan capital expenditures, 
and it is important that there be clear direction for munici- 
pal leaders who are responsible for ensuring that there are 
adequate environmental protection measures in their com- 
munities. They have not received that direction from the 
minister. 
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The government has nothing to show for its nine 
months in office but a series of speeches. There is no new 
legislation on the order paper, only one new regulation in 
the consultative process and no new draft bills or green 
papers. For a minister who was singularly aggressive when 
she was in opposition, this is an embarrassingly weak 
show. People expected more from this minister and this 
government. Her performance is simply not good enough. 


1340 
RESIDENTS’ PRIVACY 


Mr Stockwell: On 29 April, I wrote to the Minister of 
Housing regarding a very serious problem in my riding of 
Etobicoke West. As I have not received any reply, I can 
only assume the minister does not agree with the serious- 
ness of this issue. 

However, I would like to tell the minister and the 
House of the hardships inflicted upon the residents of 
Wareside Road in Etobicoke. More than 30 families in my 
riding reside on property which backs on to property 
owned by the Metropolitan Toronto Housing Authority. 
For more than 15 years, the residents of these houses have 
had their enjoyment of home ownership affected by the 
actions of the residents of the MTHA complex. For more 
than 15 years, meetings have been held with various levels 
of government and bureaucracy to try to reach a solution. 

Someone is going to get hurt. The children on this 
street have grown up in fear of objects such as beer bottles 
being thrown into their backyards, and late-night partying 
is a constant occurrence. 

The residents have spent thousands of dollars building 
fences to try to alleviate this problem, only to have them 
damaged. All the MTHA has done so far is promise better 
security for the complex. However, this promise has not 
been kept. 

This is not enough. The residents of Wareside Road are 
fed up with the way this situation has been handled, and 
rightfully so. They have tried all possible channels to solve 
the problem but have just been passed around the halls of 
the MTHA and the Ministry of Housing. This situation has 
gone on for 15 years and it is not going to go away. I 
appeal to the minister to find the time to answer his mail 
and address the very serious issue on behalf of the resi- 
dents of Wareside Road. 


DEAF-BLIND AWARENESS WEEK 


Mr Malkowski: This week, 24 to 28 June, marks the 
first Deaf-Blind Awareness Week in Canada, which recog- 
nizes the many contributions of deaf-blind people. The 
week coincides with the birthday of Helen Keller, who was 
born on 27 June, and it mirrors the United States’ procla- 
mation of the National Helen Keller Deaf-Blind Awareness 
Week, which has been in effect for several years. 

Deaf-Blind Awareness Week in Canada is being sup- 
ported by the deaf-blind services of the Canadian National 
Institute for the Blind and the Canadian National Society 
of the Deaf-Blind to encourage community activities that 
will further the understanding and awareness of this 
unique disability. The rights of the deaf-blind are just be- 
ginning to be recognized. 


The need for more intervenors, independent living en: 
vironments and employment opportunities is at the fore: 
front of deaf-blind advocates. We in Ontario have workec 
long and hard on behalf of the rights of deaf-blind persons 
and we will continue to work towards better services anc 
awareness of deaf-blindness. | 

In our gallery today to help celebrate the event are 
representatives of the deaf-blind services of the Canadiar 
National Institute for the Blind and the Canadian Nationa’ 
Society of the Deaf-Blind. I wish all members to recognize 
them here today. 


BACK ON TRACK REPORT 


Mr McClelland: In mid-May the chairman of Pee) 
region, Frank Bean, requested an emergency meeting with 
the Premier and all Ontario regional chairmen to discuss 
the Back on Track report and its implications for taxpayers 
across the province. 

Most people would agree that if the Ontario regional 
chairs are requesting a meeting, it is of some significant 
importance. However, it appears our Premier may not 
share that opinion. This issue is of such great importance 
that I wrote to the Premier indicating my support for Mr 
Bean’s request for the emergency meeting. The Premier 
wrote back saying he is “unable to meet with Mr Bean and 
his colleagues at this time.” In fact, the Premier attempted, 
if I can say so, to pass the buck by suggesting that the 
chairs meet with the Minister of Community and Social 
Services. 

The Premier should know that the regional chairs have 
already met with the minister and regrettably found that 
meeting to be of little or apparently no value. At that meet- 
ing, which took place before the minister announced her 
Back on Track report, the regional chairs raised specific 
concerns they felt needed to be addressed in the report. 
The concerns expressed by the regional chairs were not 
incorporated into the Back on Track report, prompting 
Peel’s chairman to state, “Despite assurances from the Pre- 
mier that heads of council would be consulted regarding 
GWA, this has not occurred.” 

As upper-tier municipal governments are co-funders 
and administrators of the general welfare assistance pro- 
gram on a daily basis, surely they would not only be well 
Suited but necessary to provide insight and advice to the 
province on any major changes to the GWA. 

Mr Speaker, I am sure you will agree that if the re- 
gional chairs are requesting an emergency meeting with 
the Premier, they deserve careful consideration. The time 
for rhetoric is over. It is time to have some real consulta- 
tion. The Premier should be making fully informed deci- 
sions when making major changes that so significantly 
impact the taxpayers of our province. 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 


Mr Cousens: As we begin the summer recess it is 
important to evaluate the Minister of the Environment’s 
record during her first term at Bob Rae’s Academy of the 
Non-Performing Arts. 

I would suggest the minister undertake to write several 
essays over the summer months to improve her standing in 
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the next semester. Since last fall, the minister has repeat- 
edly stated her intention to address a number of environ- 
mental problems, but we have not seen concrete action. 
Here is a list of essays for the minister this summer. 

Waste Management: Is There Life After the 3Rs? 

The Environmental Bill of Rights: To Be or Not To Be, 
That Is the Question. 

Air Quality: What To Do with Acid Rain Emissions 
Beyond 1994, and the Role of Vehicle Emissions. 

Water Quality: Literally a Zero Discharge Program. 

Scrap Tires: Working To Bury a Better Ontario. 

Biomedical Waste: Where Do All Those Body Parts 
Go? 

It should be a very busy summer for the minister. How- 
ever, if she works very hard she may be able to enjoy some 
time off, perhaps even a relaxing journey along some of 
Ontario’s northern highways to take in the scenic view of 
purple loosestrife. Just refer to Ontario’s road map. 


PHARMACEUTICAL RESEARCH 


Ms M. Ward: Yesterday morning I participated in a 
ground-breaking ceremony for a 43,000-square-foot addi- 
tion at Ortho-McNeil Inc in my riding of Don Mills. Ortho 
is one of Canada’s major pharmaceutical manufacturers 
and a leading producer and exporter of family planning 
products. This expansion follows on the official opening in 
‘March of expanded laboratory space, devoted to basic sci- 
‘ence, of their pharmaceutical research institute. 

The lab’s total research expenditures for the current 
year will exceed $4.5 million. It offers exciting employ- 
ment opportunities for Canadian scientists, a training pro- 
gram for student scientists, and the prospect of 
made-in-Canada discoveries and product development. Its 
research is currently concentrated in the areas of cancer, 
inflammation, menopause and family planning. 

I am sure all members will welcome this commitment 

to research that will enhance and improve our health care 
and create high-quality jobs. I am particularly impressed 
by their student scientist program in which four third- and 
fourth-year university students work with veteran scien- 
tists for an eight-month period. 
_ For history buffs and those interested in planning, | 
would also like to mention the Museum of the History of 
Contraception, which is located there. It contains 300 arte- 
facts from all over the world and honours pioneers in the 
field of family planning. 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 


MUNICIPAL DEVELOPMENT 


Hon Mr Cooke: I want to take this opportunity to 
imnounce the 1991-92 PRIDE funding for Ontario munici- 
dalities. As many of my colleagues know, PRIDE, which 
stands for the program for renewal, improvement, devel- 
ypment and economic revitalization, has helped hundreds 
of communities with local improvement projects over the 
years. 

I am pleased to say that this year the Ministry of Munici- 
yal Affairs will be awarding a total of $13.4 million to 69 
‘ommunities under this provincial program. Combined with 
he PRIDE grants recently awarded under the anti-recession 
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program, we have now committed approximately $30 mil- 
lion this year to help communities in all areas of Ontario. 

PRIDE is a very valuable tool for municipalities inter- 
ested in community improvement and development. The 
program provides funding for a variety of capital projects 
and other improvements in commercial, residential, indus- 
trial and mixed-use areas. In the past, PRIDE grants have 
been used to build or upgrade municipal services such as 
watermains, sewers and roads, and facilities such as com- 
munity centres, libraries, parks and day care centres. 

The impact these projects has had on job creation and 
economic spinoffs has been considerable. But today’s eco- 
nomic recession, combined with increased global competi- 
tion, high interest and exchange rates and rapid 
technological change, has accelerated the restructuring of 
the provincial economy. Nowhere is this shift more acutely 
felt than at the local level. 

The government wants to ensure that existing pro- 
grams and new initiatives clearly address the unique needs 
of communities in responding to the challenges of eco- 
nomic restructuring. We must ensure that our communities 
are fully able to adapt to these pressures and are equipped 
to capitalize on structural changes. We must help our 
towns and cities respond to this shift in economic structure 
if they are to remain economically strong and stable places 
to live and work. 

By strengthening PRIDE emphasis on local economic 
development and job creation projects, we will help com- 
munities adapt and respond to these changes in the econ- 
omy. By working in partnership with communities we can, 
and indeed we must, find new and innovative ways to 
support local economic development. 

In the future we must ensure that local, long-term job 
creation receives a high priority when PRIDE applications 
are reviewed. We must also ensure that projects are de- 
signed to directly stimulate new investment. Only by facil- 
itating new and creative forms of investment can 
communities continue to thrive. 

For these reasons, we intend to change our focus while 
working with communities to strengthen and enhance the 
current program. Together we will explore ways in which we 
can more directly support local initiatives that contribute to 
economic development, job creation and new investment. 

The objective is simple: to create and sustain strong 
and dynamic local economies. Our communities are 
Ontario’s backbone. If they are strong, we are strong. 
Working together, we intend to see that that happens. 


1350 
EMPLOYMENT ADJUSTMENT 


Hon Ms Ziemba: Earlier this year our government 
launched a $32.5-million labour market adjustment strat- 
egy to assist workers who are losing their jobs in the 
recession. 

Members of the labour force who face cultural, lan- 
guage or other barriers are particularly vulnerable during 
times of economic slowdown. I am pleased to announce 
today that the Ministry of Citizenship will use more than 
$2 million from the new funds to ensure these vulnerable 
individuals are well served by the government plan. 
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To ensure the needs of immigrant and racial minority 
workers are properly addressed in plant closures, five Min- 
istry of Citizenship areas will receive additional money. 

First, we will increase our support for multicultural 
workplace programs, or MWP, run by boards of education, 
community colleges and community-based groups. The 
programs will work with labour-management adjustment 
committees set up in firms facing closure or layoffs. MWP 
staff will assist the adjustment committees to communicate 
in a culturally sensitive manner when providing career as- 
sessment, counselling and retraining services for a diverse 
workforce. 

Second, we will commit funds to recruit and train more 
cultural interpreters to assist in the process. The cultural 
interpreters will help workers from various backgrounds 
communicate with counsellors and other providers of em- 
ployment-related services. 

Third, the ministry will increase funding to community 
organizations under its settlement and integration services 
program so they can meet the demand for employment-re- 
lated services and language training. A specific portion of 
this funding will be allocated to community agencies par- 
ticipating in an innovative program, the worker advocate 
demonstration project, which is being established in part- 
nership with the Ministry of Labour. This pilot program 
will focus on immigrant workers in unorganized workplaces 
affected by plant closures or downsizing. It will examine how 
community agencies can best support labour-management 
adjustment committees in these circumstances. 

Fourth, we will keep community language and orienta- 
tion classes attuned to changing needs. In co-operation 
with local educational institutions, we will prepare teach- 
ers to assess clients and provide instruction in such rele- 
vant skills as job search technique and coping with job 
loss. New learning resources will also be developed. 

Fifth, Ontario Welcome House, a settlement service 
operated by the ministry in the Metro Toronto and Hamil- 
ton areas, will also co-operate with labour-management 
adjustment committees. Welcome House will develop an 
assistance package for displaced workers that will include 
employment counselling in a variety of languages, assess- 
ment of qualifications, referrals for certification and other 
Services. 

These initiatives are taken as a direct response to the 
recession, but they demonstrate this government’s continu- 
ing commitment to removing barriers and to making sure 
that access to jobs is not affected by cultural, racial or 
linguistic background. 


RESPONSES 


EMPLOYMENT ADJUSTMENT 


Mr Offer: I would like to respond to the honourable 
Minister of Citizenship. This is another example, in large 
measure, of a restatement of initiatives and policies of the 
previous Liberal government. Today the minister had an 
opportunity to build upon our past policies, but she merely 
restated them. She had an opportunity to address the report 
entitled Access to Trades and Professions, which she had 
specifically promised to do, but today, nothing. 


Her announcement speaks of the need to assist those 
who have lost jobs as a result of closures and layoffs. Witt 
respect to that we are in full agreement. But he 
government’s.budget certainly has not created one new jot 
at a time when over 200,000 jobs have been lost: in this 
province, when many firms are not just laying off but clos- 
ing up. Today, again, there has been no action on the part 
of this government to address that particular issue. | 

As the minister knows, in this particular area, many of 
those jobs that she is alluding to are at minimum wage) 
The minister has made a very specific statement in terms 
of what her commitment is in the area of minimum wage. 
and again, she has done absolutely nothing in that area. 

I think that in large measure the minister had an oppor- 
tunity today to build upon past successes of the previous 
government. What does she do today? She merely restates, 
in large part, those particular initiatives. She has been char- 
acterized, and her government has been characterized, as 
following the three Rs, which really are recycle, restate 
and reannounce. Today she follows in those footsteps. 


MUNICIPAL DEVELOPMENT 


Mrs Caplan: I would like to respond to the statement 
regarding the 1991-92 PRIDE grants that the Minister of 
Municipal Affairs announced today. 

First, I would suggest that there is some confusion, and 
I would ask that the minister get his act together in the 
future to make sure people can understand what in fact he 
is doing. He announced $13.4 million today, and pre- 
viously $16.3 million, so the total is around $30 million. 
But we do not know if this is previously announced, re- 
cycled announcements, or whether in fact this is new 
money for communities across this province. 


Hon Mr Cooke: It’s brand-new money. 


Mrs Caplan: I am pleased to hear the minister say 
this is an additional commitment, but I would like to know 
that we could have all of the facts on this, because this is 
just going to further confuse municipalities. 

One of the concerns I have about this announcement is 
that while we are looking at significant grants to 69 munic- 
ipalities under this provincial program, the numbers of 
communities that are suffering because of the recession, 
we see nothing here that is going to assist border commu- 
nities particularly, as we are exporting jobs and dollars 
across the border. This minister has done nothing to assist 
municipalities in a positive way to deal with the economic 
implications of the fact that we have incentives in this 
province for people to take their business and their shop- 
ping out of the province. 

These PRIDE grants could be far more innovative and 
Supportive of communities across this province in stimu- 
lating the economy, as opposed to what the minister is 
doing in a very haphazard way. He says here, “In the fu- 
ture, we must ensure that local long-term job creation re- 
ceives a high priority when PRIDE applications are 
reviewed.” But the time for consideration of local long- 
term job creation is now. We are in a recession now. Peo- 
ple are losing their jobs now. I would ask this minister to 
get his act together, to make sure people understand and 
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know what he is doing, and to do something for the cre- 
ation and stimulation of municipal economic interests. 


Mr Elston: It is very interesting that this money is 
going out. We are always happy to see money going out to 
help local people undertake good works and help to revi- 
talize the downtown. 

From what we understand of the Minister of Commu- 

‘nity and Social Services, she alone has spent a good deal 
of money to revitalize the downtown of Toronto by engag- 
ing in, not some $56,000 worth of renovations in her of- 
fice, but what we now understand to be about $120,000 
worth of renovations. The downtown of Toronto is much 
better off for that. That is a real PRIDE project, and I 
wonder how much more money we will find out is spent 
when we get the answer to our order paper question. 


Mr B. Murdoch: I would like to respond to the Min- 
ister of Municipal Affairs on his statement today. 

It is fine to give this money, and we certainly appreci- 
ate that, as do the municipalities. I think the minister is 
going about it the wrong way, though. Our small busi- 
nesses are suffering and there is no incentive for them, and 


they are going to have a hard time to match this money. . 


The minister has to look at some way of looking after them 
before he starts giving this money away or there will be 
nobody asking for it. I think when the minister figures that 
‘out, he will be a lot better off. 
| I am also worried about the last sentence there, where 
‘the minister says, “Working together.” The minister has 
been saying that for nine months now, and I have not seen 
anybody over there offering to work together, unless it is 
their way. 

Mr Cousens: I would like to compliment the member 
for Grey for one of the best statements, because he has just 
touched on a real problem. We get talk and no action, and I 
know that it hit a nerve, because it was almost feeding time 
for the seals. 


1400 
EMPLOYMENT ADJUSTMENT 


Mr Cousens: I would like to comment briefly, if I 

could, on the statement by the Minister for Citizenship. It 
touches on one of the needs we have to have in our soci- 
ety: that we in Canada and Ontario want everyone within 
our society, from wherever they have come, now that they 
are here, to participate fully and actively in the workforce, 
in the community and wherever possible. I laud the efforts 
of the ministry to attempt something on this. 
_ [realize as well the minister is having to do it because 
she has totally failed in the area of industry, trade and 
technology and she is having to pick up the slack. If the 
Premier’ s government had a fiscal plan for the future to 
help generate jobs and generate growth and employment 
and try to keep the jobs here in Ontario, it would not be 
necessary for the kind of programs she is initiating. 

We need to do everything we can from the Legislature 
to do just that: have a fiscal policy that will encourage 
investment and job creation here in Ontario. If that is not 
going to happen, then we will have to have a fix-it pro- 
gram such as is being presented by the minister today. We 
are probably the most heavily taxed jurisdiction in North 


America. If we could get to work and start saving jobs and 
doing something to generate jobs, then we would not need 
such programs as this. 

I have to leave a few minutes for my honourable friend 
the member for Mississauga South, but why is the minister 
not as well doing something about the bridging program? 
There is an opportunity here to be doing something cer- 
tainly in York region. Catholic Community Service of 
York Region is doing an awful lot to help people get out of 


- their homes through language assistance with therapy and 


just let them become themselves. We have to do more to 
help those new Canadians who are coming into our com- 
munities to be part of our community, to be integrated into 
them. I do not think the minister’s government has really 
addressed these problems seriously. 


Mrs Marland: The minister of everything has made 
what is a nothing statement in real essence in resolving 
what is a very serious problem in this province. It has 
nothing to do with who is out of work, but it has a lot to do 
with why so many people are out of work. We are talking 
about 250,000 jobs lost in the last 10 months in this province. 

I really would be much more excited this afternoon had 
this minister been given money by the Treasurer whereby 
she could stand up and make announcements for those 
things that are needed in terms of human priorities within 
her own ministry. We have been asking for long-term care 
for vulnerable adults for a very long time in this House. 
When we are looking at the needs that fall within her 
ministry we are all very concerned about people with dis- 
abilities. 

We are talking about blind people in Metropolitan To- 
ronto who are still unsafe on our subway platforms, even 
18 months after a terrible accident. Nothing has been done 
about that. We have not got problems resolved within this 
minister’s own jurisdiction without her looking for other 
ways to spend money. I think the matter of human priori- 
ties here has been overlooked and this government should 
be looking to solve the problems instead of driving jobs 
out of Ontario and then pouring in a pittance of money 
after the fact. 


ORAL QUESTIONS 


ONTARIO HYDRO 


Mr McGuinty: I have questions today for the Pre- 
mier. They are connected with Ontario Hydro. First, will 
the Premier tell this House to whom he believes the direc- 
tors of Ontario Hydro are responsible? Is the board respon- 
sible to the ratepayers of Ontario, who are shareholders, or 
to the government? 

Hon Mr Rae: Generally speaking, I would say that it 
is a fair statement that a crown corporation like Ontario 
Hydro is responsible to the people of the province. 


Mr McGuinty: My concern, given that response, lies 
with the proposed amendments to the Power Corporation 
Act and in particular the amendments which would ab- 
solve the directors from accountability as long as they do 
as they are told by this government. 

This government has taken a number of steps recently 
which give rise to questions on the appropriate role for 
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Ontario Hydro. While there is little doubt that efforts were 
necessary to assist the citizens of Elliot Lake and the North 
Shore and that this government had a particular responsi- 
bility in this regard, some policy concerns emerge because 
of the way the help has been delivered. In addition to the 
premium on uranium above world rates, Ontario Hydro 
has been required to ante up $65 million for regional eco- 
nomic development. Ministerial statements on Spruce 
Falls indicate that the government has plans for Hydro 
there as well, despite the fact that the Smoky Falls dam 
may never be approved under the environmental assess- 
ment process. 

My question is this: Is it the Premier’s intent to use 
Ontario Hydro as he would any government ministry, as a 
vehicle to achieve the NDP’s socioeconomic objectives, 
rather than in the role for which Hydro was intended, to 
supply reliable power at cost? 


Hon Mr Rae: I think this is a good chance to start a 
debate with the honourable member. I would be glad to do 
so because it is important for the member to look at the 
role that a utility like Ontario Hydro and other hydroelec- 
tric utilities play across the country. 

Make some comparisons. Look at the way, for exam- 
ple, in which the province of Quebec has, through all the 
controversy, always seen Hydro-Québec as an important 
instrument of general economic policy in terms of serving 
the general interest of the people of Quebec. 

I think if the member looks at other provinces—British 
Columbia, Alberta, Saskatchewan—across the board, he 
will consistently find a recognition that there are broad 
social and economic responsibilities of a utility like On- 
tario Hydro. 

If I can just respond directly to the one example that 
the member raised with respect to Elliot Lake, it is a fair 
statement and a fair observation to make that Ontario 
Hydro would not have entered into the contracts it entered 
into in 1975 had it not been for a deliberate decision by the 
Conservative government of the day with respect to the 
purchase of uranium in Ontario. When we took office, we 
discovered that the premium paid by previous govern- 
ments, Liberal and Conservative, was costing the taxpay- 
ers of the province hundreds of millions of dollars and 
would have added up to a very substantial premium run- 
ning into the billions of dollars over the next decade. 

The decision we took was that Ontario Hydro, as a 
responsible corporate citizen, as a major purchaser of ura- 
nium from the town of Elliot Lake, has a special responsi- 
bility to the people of Elliot Lake. I believe Ontario Hydro 
has that responsibility, and that is precisely why we en- 
tered into the discussions we did and why we were able to 
arrive, On a very amicable basis I might add, with the 
board of Ontario Hydro at an agreement with respect to 
how the various costs associated with the changes at Elliot 
Lake would be shared throughout our society. That is ex- 
actly the approach we have taken. 


Mr McGuinty: I note with interest the Premier’s ref- 
erence to the initiatives undertaken by the previous Con- 
servative government. I am concerned with the initiatives 
taken by this government today. To be perfectly clear, let 
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me state that the member for Algoma-Manitoulin and my 
party believe this government has a direct hedsarmeigei: ty 
the people of Elliot Lake. 

We do not believe, however, that the costs of same 
should be heaped on the backs of Hydro’s ratepayers. This 
is effectively a hidden tax. The Premier must surely agree 
that economic diversification projects and community ad- 
justments are the responsibility of government rather than 
of a utility to which almost all of Ontario electrical con-. 
sumers must subscribe. 

The Premier’s directive to Ontario Hydro to underwrite 
the municipal debt and local development is contrary to 
the ratepayers’ interests. Further, the proposed amend- 
ments to the Power Corporation Act absolve Hydro direc- 
tors from any accountability if they follow such directions. 
My question is: Who was looking out for the interests of 
the Hydro ratepayers? Who was the voice for the individu- 
als and businesses across this province who foot the bills? 
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Hon Mr Rae: Let me say to the honourable member 
that you cannot separate out that Ontario Hydro is a corpo- 
rate citizen which is publicly owned; it has responsibilities 
to the people whom it serves. | 

With respect to Elliot Lake, one cannot turn a blind eye 
to the fact, one cannot simply ignore the fact— 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


Hon Mr Rae: If I have offended anyone, I apologize. 
I would say to the honourable member that I do not think 
that Ontario Hydro can walk away from its corporate re- 
sponsibilities. I do not think we can walk away from our 
responsibilities as a government to the people of the province. 

If you say, “To whom is Ontario Hydro responsible?” 
the answer is that Ontario Hydro is responsible to this 
Legislature because it is a creature of this Legislature. It is 
a publicly owned corporation created by the laws of this 
province and created by the laws of Ontario. Ontario 
Hydro would not exist if a Conservative government had 
not decided in 1905 that we were going to have a publicly 
owned utility in the province whose task would be to serve 
the best interests of the province and the best interests of 
the economy of the whole province. I believe on balance, 
in terms of what has happened at Elliot Lake, that this is 
exactly what we have done. 


GARBAGE DISPOSAL 


Mrs Sullivan: My question is for the Minister of the 
Environment. We are in the final two days of this session 
of the Legislature and we have heard nothing from the 
minister on her plans to deal with the garbage gap in the 
greater Toronto area. She has not yet brought forward the 
necessary legislation to establish her public sector garbage 
authority; neither have we seen any legislation on the re- 
vised Environmental Assessment Act as promised. 

On 3 April the minister assured the House that officials 
in her ministry would look at all the options to deal with 
the garbage gap. We would like the minister today to up- 
date the House on her specific plans to address the GTA 


garbage gap. 
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Hon Mrs Grier: I am glad to have the opportunity to 
address that question because I certainly had hoped I 
_would be able to return to this House and give very spe- 
cific answers to those kinds of questions. 

As I indicated some months ago, we have a team in 
place within the ministry looking at all possible contingen- 
| cies in the event that there is, as it seems likely there will 
_be, a shortfall between the closure of existing sites and the 

opening of new ones. 

What we are finding, and I am glad to be able to share 
- this with the House, is that we have, because the 3Rs have 
_ been accepted so well by the population and industries and 
institutions of this area—and as the member will know, 
_ that has been the thrust of our waste management policy— 
_ been able to extend the life, for example, of the Britannia site, 
_ which was slated to close this September, until March 1992. 
But let me assure the member that plans to deal with 
_ any contingencies that should arise are well under way. I 
_ will be able to make them public as soon as possible. In 
the meantime, our efforts and the efforts of the waste re- 
duction office to get serious about waste reduction and 
waste reuse are showing positive effects. 


| Mrs Sullivan: The minister has talked about a poten- 

_ tial shortfall in space to place GTA garbage. Her own min- 

_ istry officials are predicting that this shortfall could indeed 

be between nine months and as long a time as four years. 

| I have in my hand a cabinet submission dated 24 May 
1991 signed by the Minister of the Environment. It out- 
lines the government strategy to deal with what is an inevi- 

table garbage gap which will occur in the greater Toronto 
area beginning in 1992. One component of that strategy is 
short-term transportation of waste to jurisdictions outside 
of the greater Toronto area. 

Can the minister confirm that she intends to flip-flop 
on her policy announced on 2 April and approve the ship- 
ping of GTA waste outside of the region of the greater 

_ Toronto area? Indeed, will the minister name the commu- 
_ nities to which she intends to ship GTA waste? 


Hon Mrs Grier: I do not have the cabinet submission 

in front of me, but I can certainly confirm that in looking, 

as I have always said we would, at all possible alternatives 

_ to make sure that there was in fact no garbage gap within 

the greater Toronto area, we have examined and are still 
_ examining a whole range of alternatives. 

But let me tell the member there will not be a garbage 
gap if I can help it. The way in which we will make sure 
_ there is not a garbage gap is to really focus on reduction 
and reuse. That is the policy of this government, and the 
response to that policy has been beyond frankly what even 
_I had expected it would be. In the event that we cannot 
close that gap, there will be measures available. I very 
_ gravely doubt whether they will need to include transpor- 
tation, but all possible alternatives have been and are being 
_ examined. 


Mrs Sullivan: The minister protests that she does not 
_have the cabinet submission in front of her. I assume she 
_read it because she signed it. I will remind her that a sec- 
ond component of the strategy that is contained in that docu- 
_ ment is approval for four expansions to existing landfill sites, 


2335 


two expansions to garbage dumps on Britannia Road in 
1992 and 1996 and two expansions to the dump in the 
Keele Valley in 1994 and 1996. 

Can the minister confirm to this House that it is her 
intention to expand Britannia by three million tons and 
Keele Valley by five million tons beyond their currently 
approved capacity and, contrary to the cabinet submission 
contents, which would give the minister absolute powers 
in addition to her emergency powers, will she commit that 
she will carry through on her election promises and subject 
these expansions to full environmental assessments? 


Hon Mrs Grier: I think I made it plain in my first 
answer that I was canvassing all possible alternatives in 
the event that there was a gap between the closure of Keele 
Valley and the opening of new sites. But I am planning 
with optimism, to the effect that there need not be a gap 
and that gap will be as limited as it can possibly be. But as 
I have said from the beginning, it would be irresponsible 
of me not to plan for contingencies should those occur. 

When the final decisions have been made about the 
range of options open to me, I can assure the member I 
will make them public as soon as I publicly can. Let me 
say to her again, I regret that I have not been able to share 
them with the House before now, but it would have been 
easy to have made a quick and simple solution. We want to 
make sure that whatever we decide to do is in the best 
interests of the environment because that is my bottom 
line. 


1420 
ECONOMIC POLICY 


Mr Harris: My question is to the Premier. In less than 
one year in office his government has mortgaged our fu- 
ture by laying out a spending plan to double the total pro- 
vincial debt. I would like to quote from a speech given by 
Premier McKenna when he was in Toronto in February, 
talking about provincial powers in the new Constitution. 

Premier McKenna called for provincial governments to 
balance their budgets over the course of their term in of- 
fice. He said he would “support a legislative requirement 
to produce a balanced budget over a government’s term in 
office, so that no leader could buy popularity today with 
the dollars of tomorrow.” 

The average taxpayer and the average family are 
forced to balance their budgets. Municipalities and school 
boards must bring in balanced budgets so they do not 
mortgage the future to the next council or the next board. I 
would ask the Premier if he would support Mr McKenna’s 
call for a legislative requirement for balanced budgets. 


Hon Mr Rae: First of all, I say to the honourable 
member, to be fair, he should understand, and I am sure he 
does, that Premier McKenna, in conjunction with most of 
the other provinces in the country, makes a very real dis- 
tinction in his practice and in the work he does and in his 
budgets between operating and capital. In my discussions 
with Premier McKenna, he has made it very clear to me 
that when he is referring to the notion of a balance, he is 
referring to an operating balance. I say to the leader of the 
third party, in an ideal world we would like very much to 
be able to get our budget into an operating balance. I think 
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that is an objective for our government that we would very 
much like to be able to reach. 

Again I think the honourable member, if he looks at the 
situation, will recognize that the governments of which he 
was a member and of which he was a supporter were not 
always able to operate with an operating balance for the 
simple reason that in the early 1980s, they were facing a 
very serious recession. The recession we are facing today 
is even more serious and the extent of our social obliga- 
tions is even greater, so it is going to be difficult. But I 
read Mr McKenna’s speech very carefully. I have dis- 
cussed it with him twice. 


The Speaker: Would the Premier conclude his re- 
marks, please. 


Hon Mr Rae: I think the objective of trying to reach a 
degree of balance on the operating side is a very good one. 
Do I think it helps it to be legislated? My own view is that 
does not help matters particularly, but it is certainly some- 
thing we can discuss. 


Mr Harris: The Premier is quite right that budgets 
have not all been balanced. Mr McKenna proffers the ex- 
ample that if it was legislated, it would help him, this 
government, former governments, current governments, 
future governments to resist the temptation to buy votes, 
which I suggest to the Premier he has engaged in on many 
occasions. 

I am tabling with the clerk of the finance committee a 
copy of submissions that were made to our task force on 
the Ontario budget. The task force heard from taxpayers in 
Toronto, Hamilton, Peterborough, Ottawa, Cornwall, 
Kingston and London. The people I heard from agree with 
Mr McKenna: Governments must adopt a pay-as-you-go 
philosophy. 

Lawrence Tapp of Lawson Mardon says: “The govern- 
ment says it’s proud to be fighting the recession. I sin- 
cerely hope our children and grandchildren will be just as 
proud when they have to pay our bills.” The London and 
District Construction Association: “Mr Laughren is creat- 
ing the Great Wall of Ontario to keep out investment.” The 
Mining Association of Canada: “The economic road ahead 
will be smoother if government budgets can soon be 
brought into closer balance.” 


These people understand the simple truth that high def- 
icits ultimately result in higher taxes and lost jobs. How 
many jobs do we have to lose in this province before the 
Premier and his Treasurer and his government get the mes- 
sage that the people are trying to tell him? 


Hon Mr Rae: Let’s share these views with candour. I 
look forward to reading the report of the honourable mem- 
ber, but let me say to him, we spend less money in this 
province, and we will according to the projections we have 
put out for the next three years, on servicing the debt than 
the province of New Brunswick, than any other province 
with the exception of Alberta and British Columbia. Those 
are facts. 

The fact of the matter is that the deficit is larger than 
any of us would like, but it is larger for a reason. It is a 
reason the member cannot ignore. We are encountering a 


very difficult recession and we have social obligations to 
the people of this province. 

Unlike the federal party of which he is a member and 
his federal Prime Minister of whom he is a supporter, 
Brian Mulroney, we do not feel we can walk away from 
our responsibilities. That is the difference we have taken 
from the Mulroney government; that is the different ap- 
proach we have taken. In this year, we are spending 11 
cents on the revenue dollar to service the debt. The federal 
government is spending nearly 35 cents; other govern- 
ments are spending more. 


The Speaker: Would the Premier conclude his re- 
marks, please. 


Hon Mr Rae: If you put this in the perspective of 
having to deal with it, we have to understand that it is the 
recession that is our common enemy. Yes, we have taken 
on some extra debt in order to fight the recession but I 
think frankly, when you look at the choices that were fac- 
ing us, we made the right choice. 


Mr Harris: I agree with the Premier on one point, he| 
is not and the finances of the province are not as bad as the) 
federal government’ s yet. What we are trying to ensure is 
that this is not what happens in four or five or six or seven 
years, and that is the direction he is heading in. The public 
of this province are furious. Nobody I have talked to 
agrees that having our children pay for what we want, 
today makes any sense at all. 

Tomorrow, when the people against the NDP budget 
arrive at the front steps, the Premier will see again how 
angry they are. This bundle, just delivered by a page, rep- 
resents nearly 4,000 names petitioning him to stop this 
budget. Yesterday, I presented petitions from the Hamilton 
area with over 5,000 names. The clerk of the finance com- 
mittee tells me he has already received an unusually high 
number of calls from people wanting to appear before the 
committee. They are not happy with the NDP’s tax-and- 
spend policy. They do not agree with it. 

It is not too late for the Premier to change his mind. 
There are still taxes that can be stopped; there is still 
spending that can be cut. I ask the Premier sincerely, for 
the sake of the children, for the sake of the next genera- 
tions, for the sake of the jobless, for the sake of this prov- 
ince, will he stand up in his place, ignore the backbenchers 
who cannot keep quiet in this House, admit he was wrong 
and lay out a new four-year plan with the help and the 
co-operation of all the people of this province and the 
Opposition parties in a truly consultative way? 


Hon Mr Rae: I say in response to the member that 
one of the hallmarks of this budget, and he may not agree 
with it, is that we also wanted to express a concern for 
today’s children. 

I do not deny the fact for a moment that the economic 
circumstances in which we find ourselves and the choices 
facing us have given rise to a debate. I think it is a very 
healthy debate. We have also put forward what we think is 
a realistic approach for the next several years. If we can 
reduce the deficit further, if there are other suggestions on 
how we can get there, I look forward to hearing what they 
are. 
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The choices that the honourable member is putting for- 
ward and the options he is putting forward are ones that I 
am prepared to consider in all good faith. I look forward to 
hearing his positive suggestions as to where we can cut, 
what programs he would stop and how we can turn things 
around. If he has a better way, if he has a better approach, 
we will certainly follow. 


SPEAKERS’ REMUNERATION 


Mr Harris: Speaking of today’s children, my second - 


question is to the Minister of Health. During the month of 
May, the community advisory boards of the 10 provincial 
psychiatric hospitals held their annual conference in 
Whitby. Their keynote speaker was former leader of the 
NDP, Stephen Lewis. With over 10,000 children desper- 
ately waiting for mental health treatment, does the minister 
think it was appropriate to pay Mr Lewis $3,525 for a 
two-hour session? 


Hon Ms Lankin: I am aware of the community advi- 
sory board conference that was held. The community advi- 
sory boards themselves structure the conference and plan 
out for the speakers. In fact, when I heard the amount, I 
was quite surprised. I thought that was a lot and I asked for 
some checking to be done. I found that for a number of 
speakers, whether it be Bill Davis or Larry Grossman, peo- 
ple of that calibre, that seems to be the going rate they 
charge. I myself think I would prefer to see money spent in 
a different way. 

One of the things this draws to my attention is that, 
quite frankly, in ministries, the way money has been spent 
over the years has been without a lot of regard to these 
‘sorts of things. I think we should pull back on some of 
these, and as Chairman of Management Board, as opposed 
to Minister of Health, I intend to send a letter to all the 
ministries asking them to look at this, asking them to look 
at whether it is appropriate to do the kind of renting of 
hotel rooms that goes along with conferences, the kinds of 
extras that go into meetings, such as the food that is laid 
on. I think there are areas in which we can cut back and I 
think it is important for us to look at that. 

1430 : 

Mr Harris: I thank the minister. I know she was not 
the minister at the time. 

__ Few would question that Mr Lewis is a noted commen- 
tator in many fields. She has referred to the going rate for 
noted commentators in their fields of expertise. The con- 
ference we are talking about, to quote the chairman of the 
Whitby advisory board, “was an essential forum for dis- 
cussion of the issues that most significantly affect the men- 
tally ill.” According to a conference attendee, Mr Lewis 
told the group, “I am not an expert in the field.” However, 
he said he had done considerable homework and acknowl- 
edged that the former Minister of Health, the member for 
Ottawa Centre, assisted him in this regard. He referred to 
himself, rather, as a friend of the present government. 

_ Rather than paying $3,500 for Mr Lewis to parrot 
the views of the Minister of Health, would it not have 
made a lot more sense—I ask her how many hours of 
treatment for children with mental health problems she 
could have provided with the $500 per hour she spent to 
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pay Mr Lewis to express the views of the member for 
Ottawa Centre? 

Hon Ms Lankin: The moral indignation, the outrage; 
let’s get the facts straight again. I have said this to the 
leader of the third party a number of times. In the state- 
ments he makes it would be nice if there was a factual 
basis to them and if he was correct in those facts. Let’s 
start at the beginning. What I said to him in response to his 
first question was that in fact this was not a decision made 
by the Ministry of Health; this was a decision made by the 
community advisory boards, an arm’s-length group. They 
made this decision in their organizing committee. I ques- 
tion the decision of having a speaker at that rate of money. 
I do not think that is the best way to spend money. But the 
ministry did not make that decision, so the member should 
make that distinction when he is asking questions. 

With respect to the fact that Mr Lewis is a friend of this 
government, what a surprise. I think quite frankly there are 
a lot of people out there of very high calibre and Mr Lewis 
is one of them. Mr Lewis has spoken at many conferences, 
whether it be business societies, all sorts of conferences— 

The Speaker: Would the minister conclude her re- 
marks, please. 


Hon Ms Lankin: —he has a contribution to make. 
Interjection. 


Hon Ms Lankin: Well, we can talk about the United 
Nations. We can talk about his background. 

What I have said in response to the member is that this 
and other points he raises with respect to expenditures are 
valid points and that quite frankly I am undertaking to do 
something about it. That is his answer. 

Mr Harris: I appreciate the fact that the minister 
agrees with me on these points of waste that I bring up and 
that she will attempt to do something about it. I wish we 
had that same commitment from the Premier and the other 
members of cabinet. I appreciate that. 

I would ask if the minister would investigate this: a 
non-expert in the field of health, somebody who in his 
speech said he was there as a friend of the government, 
that he knew nothing about mental health and that he got 
his notes from the Minister of Health herself. I would like 
her to investigate and find out—because the government 
paid the full shot of this, as she knows, the report to the 
Ministry of Health—if it was these advisory people think- 
ing, “Who can we get as a guest speaker to talk about 
mental health?” out of the blue, without any prompting, 
without anything from the NDP government, who thought: 
“Stephen Lewis, he’s the expert. Let’s get him.” Will she 
investigate that and find out how his name, for $3,500, 
came to the front for this conference in the first place? 


Hon Ms Lankin: I find the member outrageous at 
times. Perhaps we want to divide and separate the rhetoric 
and the silliness from the issue of whether or not at confer- 
ences where community people come together to talk 
about the role of community in the health system, the role 
of laypeople from our community and consumers, people 
who do not have to be experts on the system from the 
inside; they are experts because they are recipients of the 
services. The fact that those people in their conference 
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choose to have a speaker who costs $3,500 is an issue that 
is worth reviewing, whether the budget should include that 
kind of latitude. 

The other issues the member raised are red herrings 
and not relevant to the point. 


LANDFILL SITE 


Mr Offer: I have a question to the Minister of the 
Environment on the Britannia landfill site and on the 
shocking cabinet revelations that were just made known to 
the Legislature. The minister will know that this is a prob- 
lem in Britannia which in fact— 

Interjections. 

The Speaker: Order. I realize we are having a pleas- 
ant time this afternoon, but it would be even more pleasant 
for me if I could hear the question being posed by a mem- 
ber who is seated right nearby. If the members on both 
sides of the House, particularly at the end of the chamber, 
could just resist the temptation to have conversations 
across the floor, we could get on with question period. 


Mr Offer: I ended by talking about shocking cabinet 
revelations and a problem which the minister has created. 
She will know that this is a matter for which there could 
have been, and was to be, an environmental assessment 
hearing, that an interim site in the Peel area would already 
have been selected, but she effectively put a stop to that 
last November. 

This is a problem that she has created. It is one that she 
cannot provide a solution to. She will be aware that the 
Britannia site was established in 1980 through an agree- 
ment between the region of Peel and the city of 
Mississauga. The agreement stated, “When the site reaches 
capacity, currently estimated to be March of 1992, the site 
will close and be turned into a recreational site for use by 
the residents of Mississauga.” 

Does she plan on using her emergency powers to over- 
rule this agreement reached between the region of Peel and 
the city in order to expand the site to take garbage from 
other regions of the GTA, without a full environmental 
assessment hearing and without any concern to the envi- 
ronmental and health repercussions such action will result 
in? 

Hon Mrs Grier: On 1 October, I inherited a situation 
that had been brewing for 10 years, a situation which is 
continually being referred to as a crisis of waste manage- 
ment within the GTA. The solution that had been proposed 
was to open up new landfill sites without an environmental 
assessment process. What this government said it would 
do and what this government has done is to say that no 
new landfill site will be opened without an environmental 
assessment process. The other thing that we have done—- 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. We have managed to hit axiom 1 
again, the parliamentary axiom that there will always be 
questions we do not want to hear and there will be re- 
sponses we do not want to hear. But every person will 
have the right to pose a question and every responder will 
have the right to be heard with the response. Right now I 
cannot hear the response. 


_Hon Mrs Grier: What we have done in response to 
that crisis is to aggressively move forward with waste re-. 
duction and reuse, and to put in place a corporation that is 
looking for long-term sites under the environmental as-, 
sessment process. 

As I have said to this House on many occasions, it 
would not be responsible of me not to plan, in the event) 
that there is a gap which could be, as the member says, for! 
nine months or perhaps for two years, in the event there is, 
a gap between the closure of existing sites and the opening) 
of new ones. I have indeed looked at the possibility of. 
expanding existing sites as a way of filling that gap, but I 
am optimistic that with the best efforts of everyone within 
the GTA that gap can be made as short as possible. 
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Mr Sorbara: There are going to be supplementaries, 
as well that the Minister of the Environment is not going to’ 
want to hear. Unfortunately, she cannot rely on what she. 
says she inherited on 1 October when she was sworn in as 
minister. Everyone who follows this House and follows | 
politics in Ontario, knows that the member for Etobicoke- 
Lakeshore, during several years in this Parliament as an. 
Opposition member, was one of the most informed and one 
of the most outspoken critics on environmental issues this. 
Legislature has ever seen. She knew the problems then, as 
she knows them now, and the hallmark of her ability to. 
understand environmental issues was her defence of the 
importance of public input into decision-making. | 

That very same member, as a minister, has signed a 
cabinet submission in which she recommends to her cabi- 
net colleagues that legislation be drafted which will in- 
clude, and I am quoting, “provisions which will enable the 
minister to overcome impediments to the proposed strat- 
egy.” That means get around having a public hearing in the 
event that she decides on her own to expand Britannia and 
the Keele landfill site. She uses those very words, “over- 
come impediments.” 

Her promise, and the promise of her Premier—and I 
know, Mr Speaker, you are getting anxious— 


The Speaker: I am waiting for the interrogative part. 


Mr Sorbara: The promise was that there would be no 
new landfill site and no expansion without a full hearing. 
That is what the Premier said and that is what the now 
minister said. Can the minister confirm she now supports a 
cabinet submission in which she is going to give herself 
the very powers she condemned when she was the opposi- 
tion critic in this very House? 


Hon Mrs Grier: I appreciate having the member’s 
endorsement of my environmental commitment. Let me 
assure him that it is undiminished, but as Minister of the 
Environment, as minister responsible for the greater To- 
ronto area, it would not be my responsibility to threaten 
the health— 


Mr Sorbara: You signed it as Minister of the Environ- 
ment. 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. Would the minister take her seat, 
please. 
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Interjections. 


The Speaker: One more day. I would appreciate it 
very much if members would come to order. 

I would ask all members, if they ask questions and 
would like a response, then they need to listen for the 
response. If you would like a response, I would ask the 
minister then to be given the courtesy of giving a response 
and that she in turn be succinct with her reply. 


Hon Mrs Grier: Let me set the members’ minds at 
rest. I certainly signed that cabinet submission, and if the 
member has it in front of him, may I direct him to the key 
issue. The key issue of that submission is, how can the 
province manage the crisis that will occur when existing 
landfill capacity in the GTA expires before new capacity is 
available? I did not create that crisis, but I am going to 
solve that crisis and I am going to manage that crisis. That 
is my responsibility. 


TORONTO ISLANDS COMMUNITY 


Mrs Marland: My question is also to the minister 
responsible for the greater Toronto area. It concerns the 
future of the Toronto Islands. The minister’s responsibility 
is also for the environment; therefore she must be con- 
cerned about preserving the designated park land on the To- 
tonto Islands. However, the report prepared for the government 
by the former New Democratic MPP, Richard Johnston, rec- 
ommends that the Toronto Islands residential community not 
only continue to exist but actually be expanded. 

The fact that the land will remain in public ownership 
and that the housing will not be exchanged for profit is no 
excuse for continuing to have a residential community on 
designated park land. Does the minister support the desig- 
nated park land use for residential development on the 
Toronto Islands? 


Hon Mrs Grier: Mr Speaker, I would like to refer 
that question to the Minister of Municipal Affairs. 


Hon Mr Cooke: I appreciate the question, and I say to 

the member that she will know the history of the Toronto 
Islands issue as most people in this area do. Through the 
appointment of Richard Johnston a few months ago, we 
are trying to work with the city and the region as well as 
the islanders to find a solution that accepts the principle we 
need to preserve park land. But there is also a community 
on the island and an issue that has not been resolved or 
dealt with by previous governments, and we are commit- 
ted to protecting that community on the Toronto Islands. 


Mrs Marland: First of all, I am disappointed that the 
Minister of the Environment would defer the question, be- 
cause that was the thrust of this question; and second, not 
only am I disappointed, I am amazed that the Minister of 
Housing does not know the history of this subject, because 
if he did, he would know there was a limit on the existing 
housing to the year 2005. 

_ However, I will try to help the minister. The Minister 
of Natural Resources, sitting beside him on Monday this 
week, announced a ban on any development on the Oak 
Ridges moraine that is not consistent with eight key princi- 
ples of environmental protections and preservation. As 
‘well, people have had land expropriated in this province so 


that the province’s conservation authorities can exercise 
their mandate to control flooding and erosion and conserve 
our natural resources. 

I ask the minister, are there two sets of government 
rules, one for the people who live on the Toronto Islands, 
and one for everyone else? Is it his government’s policy 
that residential development does not belong on park land, 
and if so, does his government plan to follow Mr 
Johnston’s recommendations with respect to preserving 
and expanding the Toronto Islands community and build 
affordable housing on all the parks in the greater Toronto: 
area? 


Hon Mr Cooke: The last part of the member’s com- 
mentary is rather silly, but there already is an island com- 
munity, and the member knows that. 

The principle this government is following is that there 
is an island community. That community exists. We are not 
talking about new development; we want to protect that 
island community. I would say that Mr Grossman did too 
when he represented that area, and the party over there. We 
are not taking a different position; we are looking at the 
issues that are there now and a need to protect the island 
community, just as Larry Grossman did when he was 
leader of the Conservative Party. 
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The Speaker: The Minister of Community and Social 
Services has the response to a question asked earlier by the 
leader of the third party. 


COMMUNITY AND SOCIAL SERVICES SPENDING 


Hon Ms Akande: I would like to provide the mem- 
bers with some information in response to the question 
posed yesterday by the leader of the third party. He 
brought to the attention of the House an anonymous letter, 
an internal ministry memo, which provided evidence that 
management of my ministry’s centre region office has 
made some questionable decisions about expenditures. 

Upon leaving the House, I asked the officials of my 
ministry to examine the decisions. The matter which seems 
to have generated the most most interest is the booking of 
rooms at the SkyDome for a two-day meeting of the 
ministry’s central region management group. The meeting 
in question was to have involved management staff. There 
would be 15 people, but there was no confirmation of who 
would have required overnight accommodation. The meet- 
ing rooms would have cost $700 for the two days and the 
hotel rooms would have cost $90 per night for each of 
those who had chosen to stay overnight, although we have 
no confirmation about who would have stayed overnight. 
Therefore we have no final costs. 

The ministry is a large, decentralized organization. 
However, I share the concern that holding a meeting in a 
room overlooking a baseball game is indeed extravagant. I 
do beg your indulgence, Mr Speaker, in order to give him 
the response. 

The Speaker: I ask the minister to try to conclude her 
remarks quickly. 


Hon Ms Akande: The rooms at the SkyDome have 
been cancelled. The central region management group will 
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hold its meeting in a government facility. The member has 
also raised a question about other things within that letter. 
If he wishes, I am prepared to respond to them. 

Mr Harris: I have a brief supplementary. I thank the 
minister for doing the responsible, prudent thing. I regret 
very much that the minister and the Premier had the same 
letter I had for five days and sat on it, did nothing. It had to 
be brought to her attention here in the House even though 
she had that information available to her. Until it was 
brought up here, nothing was done. 

Second, the minister says she does not know how 
many rooms would have been used. Nine rooms were 
booked and confirmed, so whether they slept there or not, 
that is what the government would pay for. I think we 
know that. 

Third, we also discovered there were two ball games 
involved, not one. I did not realize there would be an 
afternoon game on in the room. There was no room for the 
table because I guess everybody there was watching the 
ball game. 

The bottom line is this: Why did she not act on the 
letter she received at the same time I did? Why did we 
have to bring it up in the House to get her attention? How 
many more extravagant expenditures by her senior man- 
agement are going on while our programs for the needy, 
the homeless and children are falling short? 


Hon Ms Akande: Actually, I had certainly not re- 
ceived the letter for five days. As a matter of fact, we had 
to look for the it. The letter was received in my office only 
yesterday. It had not yet reached my desk. 


Hon Ms Akande: Second, I really did not know how 
many ball games there were, because they were of no 
interest to me. 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. This is a peculiar test of my 
hearing. Could the members come to order. If you folks 
can relax, then we can try again. The minister with a few 
more brief remarks. 


Hon Ms Akande: Third, there were no confirmations. 
My staff has checked with the hotel. I have no final costs. 
It does not matter; not one of those rooms should have 
been booked and that is why they were cancelled. In terms 
of future intentions and looking at the allegation that many 
of these meetings are held outside of the ministry—we 
checked on that and the meetings—the percentage of days 
or time our meeting rooms are used in the Macdonald 
Block is 85% to 95% during regular office hours. 

The other issue is that this meeting will be held within 
office time. I have to stress too that there are steps in place 
in order to review the practices in all regions. 


VITAL STATISTICS REGISTRATION 


Mr McClelland: I have a question today for the Minis- 
ter of Consumer and Commercial Relations and hope the 
answer we will get today will not be like the answer we got 
on Monday, where she said when the Liberal government 
was in power it did not bring in any consumer legislation. 

For the record, I want the minister to understand that in 
the five years the Liberal government was in power, 43 


separate pieces of consumer protection legislation were 
brought into effect in this province. The minister should be’ 
aware of that; she should have a handle on her portfolio. 

Both members’ offices and the general public have} 
been having terrible experiences in trying to obtain birth) 
certificates. The reduction and the level of service has been | 
incredible over the past few months. They cannot get birth) 
certificates; they cannot get certified copies of records | 
from the registrar general’s office. Cheques are being| 
cashed and no certificates are being delivered literally for 
months on end. It is taking so long to obtain birth certifi- | 
cates in some cases that people in small towns in Ontario | 
are having to hire lawyers to obtain birth certificates. 

Given her familiarity with all aspects of her portfolio | 
now, I want to ask the minister what specific programs she 
is prepared to do to clean up the mess with respect to the | 
service she is supposed to be providing for the people in | 
this province so that they can get the documents they need 
very urgently in some situations? When is the minister 
going to clean up the mess? When is she going to get a. 
handle on the management of her ministry? 


Hon Ms Churley: My first question from my critic is. | 
a very tough one. As I said yesterday, because he alluded 
to the question asked the other day, it turned out that the | 
information was so incorrect that I had trouble understand- 
ing where the question was coming from. | 

However, on to the registration situation. I quite agree 
with the member; there are serious problems. As the mem- 
ber knows, the previous Liberal government made a deter- 
mination to move the office to Thunder Bay. We have now 
completed that move. However, many of the staff who 
worked here in Toronto did not move. There are a number 
of reasons why we are having problems. I am very con- 
cerned about them and I am working daily on putting in 
more phone lines; setting up management teams; and look- 
ing at the problems created by a massive move to a new 
system. In Toronto part of the problem was long lineups. 
We are finding out that in Thunder Bay it is telephones. 
We are now looking at and reviewing and working very 
hard to catch up on the backlog that was created from the 
move. 


tte 

Mr McClelland: I understand that the minister is say- 
ing the Liberal government made a decision to move the 
offices to Thunder Bay. That is entirely correct, but when 
the move was undertaken the minister was responsible for 
the management of that. I have phone messages here from 
people who have phoned the minister’s offices in the last 
24 hours. The staff is telling them the problems encoun- 
tered with the registrar general’s office in Thunder Bay are 
a result of the Liberal government. 

The minister should at least come clean and accept 
responsibility for the management of her ministry and 
what is taking place up there. I appreciate that she has 
directed her staff to accept responsibility for the her re- 
sponsibilities as minister. 

I can only assume that perhaps part of the problem she 
is having is with respect to the OPP and RCMP investiga- 
tion that is taking place. There is a joint criminal investiga- 
tion, as the minister knows, of the office of the registrar 
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general. We know that fraudulent birth certificates have 
been issued from the registrar general’s office. Criminal 
charges have been laid against some civil servants. 

When is the minister going to advise the public of 
Ontario that she is going to get that problem straightened 
out, get this operation in some sort of shape, have some 
kind of management brought to bear on it so that the peo- 
ple of Ontario can get, at no personal expense to them- 
selves—they should not have to hire lawyers—the service 
that ought to be provided for them for simply a nominal 
fee? It is the minister’s responsibility to provide that ser- 
vice. When is she going to clean it up and deal with the 
problems in her ministry? 


1500 


Hon Ms Churley: First of all, I am not blaming the 
Liberal government in this case for the problems. What I 
would like to say is that the office has now been moved. 
Literally millions and millions of documents have been 
moved. We are in the process of setting up more phone 
lines and looking at the problems that have been created 
from setting up a brand new office with mostly brand-new 
staff. 

The backlog, unfortunately, that was created by that 
move is a serious problem. The other problem of course is 
that in the summer there is a seasonal high for births, 
people travelling, marriages, so on top of the backlog, I 
agree with you, we have got a problem right now. I am 
hoping that by the end of the summer we will have the 
backlog cleared up. As I said, we are hiring extra people, 
we are putting in students over the summer to help deal 
with the backlog and we are putting in extra phones. We 
are dealing with it the best way we can at this time. 


The Speaker: Would the minister conclude her re- 
marks, please. 


Hon Ms Churley: | certainly will. I just want to say 
to the member that I sympathize with the people out there 
having these problems and I apologize for the inconve- 
nience. I want to assure them and the member that I am 
working very hard to clear this problem up. 


LAGOON CITY 


Mr McLean: My question is for the Minister of the 
Environment. We have had a search out for her and we do 
“not appear to be able to find her anywhere. I thought per- 
haps if she is watching the monitor she could come in right 
away, but failing the minister’s being here, I will have to 


direct my question to the Minister of Municipal Affairs, 
_and it will be appropriately answered, I am sure. The fact 
is I raised the issue with regard to Lagoon City last week 
_in this House. The minister has had letters from the resi- 
dents there back to 25 January 1991 and they have had no 
reply. They even sent another letter on 24 May and they 
have not had a reply from the minister. 

This morning I got a fax from the municipality, which 
on 23 January 1991 wrote to the minister. The matter was 
referred and they thought they would have an answer in 
February 1991. Since then, they have had a communica- 
tion from the ministry dated 13 June that there would be a 
_response by the end of June. 


There are 50 people in the gallery here today from 
Lagoon City who want an answer. They want to meet with 
the minister. The minister has not returned their communi- 
cations. They want to meet with her, the council wants a 
meeting with her. 


The Speaker: And your question? 


Mr McLean: Will the Minister of Municipal Affairs 
see that the Minister of the Environment meets with the 
township and the residents? 


Hon Mr Cooke: I am informed by the Minister of 
Natural Resources that he would be able to give a more 
complete answer to the question than I could. 


Hon Mr Wildman: This is an important issue and I 
appreciate the question. I will certainly refer the question 
of meeting with the Minister of the Environment to her, 
but in the meantime I should point out to the member, if he 
is not aware, that the proposed development is in the very 
early stages of approval and, as he knows, it relates to 
class 2 wetlands. The Ministry of Natural Resources asked 
the proponents to prepare a biological report on the im- 
pacts of the proposed development and the mitigation 
measures that would be taken for the surrounding area. 
This is very important, as the member knows. It is impor- 
tant to protect class 2 wetlands. 


MINISTER’S OFFICE 


Mr Scott: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: Yesterday 
in question period I asked the Minister of Community and 
Social Services about the costs of a rug and other renova- 
tions done to her office. As Hansard will reveal, she under- 
took to this House to provide that information today, the 
total cost and the extent of the renovations. We have not 
had an answer to that question and I want to bring to the 
Speaker’s attention that the undertaking has not so far been 
honoured. 


Hon Ms Akande: The member is quite right. I have in 
fact ordered that this be done. We will have the response in 
the Orders and Notices before the House rises and the 
response to the question. I have asked for the information 
and we will have the response to that for the member 
before the House rises tomorrow. 


The Speaker: I thank the honourable member for 
bringing that matter to my attention and trust he has re- 
ceived the response. 


USE OF QUESTION PERIOD 


Mr Harris: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: Yester- 
day I asked a question of the Minister of Community and 
Social Services, she responded; I asked a supplementary, 
she responded. As a result of that question, she took some 
further action to cancel the conference at the SkyDome, 
and then today she wished to get back up and respond 
some more. 

I bring this up on the heels of the point of order of the 
member for St George-St David. We have had a practice in 
this House that if a minister takes a question under advise- 
ment and says, “I don’t know the answer but I will try to 
find out and I will report back to the House when I have it,” 
normally in those cases we allow the minister to respond 
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during question period, and a supplementary is allowed. I 
suggest that is appropriate. If the minister today had risen 
in response to the question of the member for St George-St 
David, I think that would have made sense, and a supple- 
mentary would have been provided. But I do not think it is 
fair to answer a question, answer a supplementary and 
then, when the minister finds out more information, come 
back in—or when she has taken a new decision, which 
really would be an announcement—and use the time of 
question period for that. 

Mr Speaker, I would ask you to consider that when it 
happens again. I would ask ministers to think about 
whether they are giving an answer to a question or whether 
they have a statement they wish to make, in which case we 
would be happy to receive it as part of a statement or by 
way of the media, a press conference. We heard everything 
the minister said today in response to the media on her 
way in and out of cabinet. I do not think it is an appropri- 
ate use of question period time to come back with a new 
answer with different information or a new decision that is 
taken and disrupt the flow of question period. 

I offer that for your suggestion and for the minister’s 
suggestion. 


The Speaker: To the leader of the third party, I appre- 
ciate his drawing this matter to my attention. He will know 
there is nothing out of order. The Speaker is placed in a 
very awkward position when cabinet ministers indicate 
they have a response to a question asked previously. 

I certainly ask all members of the House whether per- 
haps they could find a more effective way of communicat- 
ing information among themselves; either that or make 
some alteration to the standing orders. But the orders as 
they stand, and the precedents in this House, allow for the 
varied way in which things have developed the last two 
days, as the member has outlined to us. If there is to be 
some change, either it should be in the form of changes to 
the standing orders or indeed ministers and those members 
who originally asked the questions perhaps could consult 
with each other prior to question period to determine 
whether that information could be put in written form or 
put on the order paper, or some way of handling it other 
than utilizing the time of question period. 

Quite frankly, what happens when a cabinet minister 
stands up is that then one backbench government member 
loses a place in rotation for questions. I am as sensitive to 
that as anyone, but there is not a great deal of latitude with 
respect to the judgement I must make. 
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Mr Harris: Further to the point of facilitating the 
business of the House, can I proffer a couple more com- 
ments? I do not think it needs a rule change. For instance, 
tomorrow, if the Minister of Community and Social Ser- 
vices says, “I would like to respond some more to the 
question that was raised by the member for Nipissing,” I 
think it is within your power, Mr Speaker, to say: “No. You 
had your chance. You answered. Sorry, you’re out of 
order.” I think it is that simple. I think it could have been 
done today and I would encourage you to do it tomorrow 
if it happens again. 


The Speaker: To the leader of the third party, I took’ 
the time to check Hansard during question period and 
noted that there was an undertaking by the minister to’ 
respond the next day, and this is in fact what she asked | 
do. 

The member does, however, raise a point: it is the re-, 
sponsibility of the Speaker to recognize members, and the’ 
Speaker can choose not to recognize someone. That is en- 
tirely a part of the responsibility of this job. 

I take the member’s comments seriously. I take it that 
probably the House leaders will endeavour, as they always | 
do, to find a smooth and efficient way to conduct the busi- 
ness of the House. 

Hon Ms Akande: I believe Hansard will bear evi- 
dence that I promised the leader of the third party a re- 
sponse to the question. Now I am questioning why that 
response would be inappropriate today. | 


The Speaker: I have ruled on this matter. I indicated, | 
I believe, just a few moments ago, that I had indeed 
checked Hansard. There was an undertaking made by you. 
to provide a response today and in fact that is what you 
did. Therefore, there is nothing out of order. 


PETITIONS 


CHILDREN’S AID SOCIETY OF YORK REGION 

Mr Sorbara: I have a petition signed by hundreds and 
hundreds of people in York region which reads as follows: 

“We demand that the Children’s Aid Society of York 
Region receive its fair share of funding. The Ministry of 
Community and Social Services must provide a minimum 
budget of $8.5 million in 1991. The Children’s Aid Society 
of York Region is dangerously underfunded and must re- 
ceive adequate funding now. 

“Premier Bob Rae is responsible if something happens 
to our children.” 

I am glad the Minister of Community and Social Ser- 
vices is here. I regret that she is leaving the chamber. 

This petition was prepared and organized by the Con- 
cerned Citizens Coalition of York region, who are desper- 
ately concerned about the actions taken by the Minister of 
Community and Social Services on children’s aid society 
services in my community and throughout York region. 


HOUSING POLICY 


Mrs Marland: I have a petition addressed to the Leg- 
islative Assembly of Ontario: 

“Whereas Ontario government policy requires the city 
of Mississauga to remove obstacles to residential intensifi- 
cation, designate developed areas and sites for intensified 
housing, identify intensification opportunities and new de- 
velopment and facilitate housing intensification; and 

“Whereas the provincial government’s housing intensi- 
fication policy does not permit restrictions to residential 
intensification such as location, age of dwelling and zoning; 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Ontario as follows: 

“We do not want residential intensification in our area. 
We feel the impact would harm the fabric of our community.” 

I am happy to add my name to this petition. 
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SPECIAL MOTOR VEHICLES 


Mr Huget: I have a petition to the Legislature of On- 
tario signed by 205 people, including members of the Ca- 
nadian Street Rod Association and other automobile 
enthusiasts. They request that vehicles that are defined as 
street rods be included as a distinct section in the Ontario 
Insurance Act. I have affixed my signature to this petition. 


SOCIAL SERVICES 


Mr Phillips: I have a petition to the Legislature of 
Ontario signed by 75 people. It says: 

“Yes, I demand that the Rae government act immedi- 
ately to introduce a social work act for Ontario. Without 
this urgently needed legislation, every member of the pub- 
lic in Ontario, including those most vulnerable and disen- 
franchised, remains at enormous and unnecessary risk. 


“Mr Rae, your government must act now. Building a 
strong Ontario for tomorrow is dependent on protecting 
the children and families of today.” 


I have affixed my signature. 


BUDGET 


Mr Harris: I have a petition signed by over 4,000 
people. I am affixing my signature to it as well as I speak. 
It says: 

“Whereas the NDP budget of 29 April 1991 takes the 
province of Ontario 180 degrees in the wrong direction; 
and 

“Whereas the only way to end this recession and save 
jobs in Ontario is to cut taxes and reduce government 
spending; 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Ontario as follows: 


“Stop this budget.” 


AMALGAMATION OF TOWNSHIPS 


Mr Drainville: I have a petition signed by a quite a 
few people from my riding. They have addressed this to 
the Legislative Assembly of Ontario. 

“Whereas the council of the county of Victoria has 
voted to accept a recommendation from the steering com- 
‘mittee on county government to amalgamate the village of 

Fenelon Falls with the township of Fenelon; and 


“Whereas the residents and taxpayers of Fenelon Falls 
_and Fenelon township were not given the opportunity for 
public review and comment on the recommendations being 
made before they were voted upon by county council, 


_ “We, the undersigned residents of Fenelon township 
and Fenelon Falls, petition the Legislative Assembly as 
follows: 

“The recommendation for amalgamation between the 
village of Fenelon Fails and the township of Fenelon not 
be accepted until such time as the residents of both juris- 
dictions have had the opportunity to provide formal com- 
‘ment on, and acceptance of, the proposal in a municipal 
referendum, possibly as part of the 1991 municipal elections.” 


I have affixed my signature to this. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


SPECIAL MOTOR VEHICLES 


Mr Rizzo: I have a petition sponsored by the Cana- 
dian Street Rod Association. It has over 600 signatures and 
reads as follows: 

“To the Legislature of Ontario: 

“Whereas special motor vehicles are not specifically 
included in the Ontario highway act; 

“Whereas special motor vehicles are not specifically 
included in the Ontario Insurance Act; 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislature of On- 
tario as follows: 

“The Canadian Street Rod Association, its membership 
and other concerned car enthusiasts request that the special 
motor vehicles be included as a distinct section in the On- 
tario highway act and the Ontario Insurance Act.” 

I have affixed my signature to it and concur with it. 


REPORTS BY COMMITTEES 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON 
GOVERNMENT AGENCIES 
Mr Runciman from the standing committee on gov- 
ernment agencies presented the committee’s 12th report. 
The Speaker: Pursuant to standing order 104(g)(14), 
the report is deemed to be adopted by the House. 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON 
REGULATIONS AND PRIVATE BILLS 

Mr Hansen from the standing committee on regula- 
tions and private bills presented the following report and 
moved its adoption: 

Your committee begs to report the following bills 
without amendment: 

Bill Pr77, Township of Chandos Act, 1991; 

Bill Pr82, Town of Oakville Act, 1991. 

Your committee begs to report the following bill as 


amended: 
Bill Pr70, Royal Conservatory of Music Act, 1991. 


Motion agreed to. 
INTRODUCTION OF BILL 


ONTARIO MEDICAL ASSOCIATION DUES ACT, 1991 


LOI DE 1991 SUR LES COTISATIONS DE LONTARIO 
MEDICAL ASSOCIATION 


Ms Lankin moved first reading of Bill 135, An Act to 
provide for the Payment of Physicians’ Dues and Other 
Amounts to the Ontario Medical Association. 

M™e Lankin propose la premiére lecture du projet de 
loi 135, Loi prévoyant le paiement des cotisations des mé- 
decins et d’autres montants 4 l’Ontario Medical Association. 

Motion agreed to. 

La motion est adoptée. 

Hon Ms Lankin: The purpose of this legislation is to 
fulfil the government’s commitment made in the recently 
signed agreement between the government and the Ontario 
Medical Association. It will create a mechanism by which 
the OMA will collect membership dues, or their equiva- 
lents, from all practising physicians in Ontario, with cer- 
tain specific exemptions. 
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ORDERS OF THE DAY 


Hon Miss Martel: Mr Speaker, it is my understanding 
that we have a vote now on Bill 121. 
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RENT CONTROL ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 SUR LE CONTROLE DES LOYERS 


The House divided on Mr Cooke’s motion for second 
reading of Bill 121, An Act to revise the law related to 
Residential Rent Regulation, which was agreed to on the 
following vote: 

La motion de M. Cooke pour la deuxiéme lecture du pro- 
jet de loi 121, Loi révisant les lois relatives a la réglementa- 
tion des loyers d’habitation mise aux voix, est adoptée : 


Ayes/Pour-80 

Abel, Akande, Bisson, Boyd, Bradley, Brown, Bu- 
chanan, Callahan, Caplan, Charlton, Christopherson, 
Churley, Cleary, Cooke, Cooper, Coppen, Dadamo, Drain- 
ville, Duignan, Elston, Farnan, Fawcett, Ferguson, 
Fletcher, Gigantes,; Grandmaitre, Grier, Haeck, Hampton, 
Hansen, Harrington, Haslam, Hayes, Hope, Huget, Jami- 
son, Johnson, Klopp, Lankin, Laughren, Lessard, Macken- 
zie, MacKinnon, Malkowski, Mammoliti, Martel, Martin, 
Mathyssen, McLeod, Miclash, Mills, Morrow, Murdock, 
S., North, O’Connor, Offer, O’Neil, H., O’Neill, Y., 
Owens, Perruzza, Philip, E., Phillips, G., Pilkey, Poole, 
Pouliot, Rae, Rizzo, Scott, Silipo, Ward, M., Wark-Martyn, 
Waters, Wessenger, White, Wildman, Wilson, F., Wilson, 
G., Winninger, Wood, Ziemba. 


Nays/Contre-16 


Arnott, Carr, Cousens, Eves, Harris, Jackson, Jordan, 
Marland, McLean, Murdoch, B., Poirier, Runciman, 
Stockwell, Tilson, Turnbull, Wilson, J. 


Bill ordered for standing committee on general government. 


Le projet de loi est déféré au comité permanent des 
affaires gouvernementales. 


Hon Miss Martel: Mr Speaker, I would ask for the 
consent of the House to call the order for three private 
bills, Pr77, Pr82 and Pr70. 


Agreed to. 


ROYAL CONSERVATORY OF MUSIC ACTF, 1991 


Mr Silipo moved second reading of Bill Pr70, An Act 
respecting The Royal Conservatory of Music. 


Motion agreed to. 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. 


TOWNSHIP OF CHANDOS ACT, 1991 


Mr Drainville moved second reading of Bill Pr77, An 
Act respecting the Corporation of the Township of 
Chandos. 


Motion agreed to. 
Third reading also agreed to on motion. 


TOWN OF OAKVILLE ACT, 1991 


Mr Carr moved second reading of Bill Pr82, An Act| 
respecting the Town of Oakville. 


Motion agreed to. 
_ Third reading also agreed to on motion. 
MUNICIPAL STATUTE LAW AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 


LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT DES LOIS 
CONCERNANT DES MUNICIPALITES 


| 
| 


Mr Ferguson, on behalf of Mr Cooke, moved second | 


reading of Bill 122, An Act to amend certain Acts related | 


to Municipalities. 


M. Ferguson, au nom de M. Cooke, propose la 
deuxiéme lecture du projet de loi 122, Loi portant modifi- | 


cation de certaines lois concernant les municipalités. 


Mr Ferguson: This bill, which I am introducing today | 


for second reading, will give effect to a number of unre- 


lated minor amendments to various pieces of municipal 


legislation, primarily the Municipal Act and the acts Bove 
erning restructured upper-tier municipalities. 

As the minister indicated on 10 June in his initial state- 
ment, at the time of the first reading, these amendments 


were discussed with the municipal affairs critics of both 


opposition parties prior to their introduction. 

A number of amendments have been requested by vari- 
ous municipalities throughout the province of Ontario. I do 
want to acknowledge the co-operative efforts put forth by 
both critics of the official opposition as well as the Conser- 
vative Party, the member for Oriole and the member for 
Grey on this matter so that this item could be dealt with 
expeditiously. 

Mr B. Murdoch: In our party we are glad to work on 
this bill with the other two parties and on behalf of the 
municipalities that requested a lot of these changes. 

There was one change in there that we had some con- 
cer with, and that was the fox bounties. But we felt that 
maybe we had grown out of the need to hunt fox in On- 
tario on a bounty system right now, so we let that one go 
and had no problem with that either. 

Again, I just want to reiterate that we worked with the 
other two parties and we wanted to help the municipalities 
out. This is why we are supporting this bill. 

Motion agreed to. 

La motion est adoptée. 

Bill ordered for third reading. 

Le projet de loi devra passer a l’étape de troisiéme 
lecture. 

Hon Miss Martel: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I 
would ask for unanimous consent of the House to deal 
with third reading of the bill at this time as well. 

Agreed to. 

Third reading also agreed to on motion. 

La motion de troisiéme lecture est également adoptée. 
1540 

STANDING ORDERS 


Miss Martel moved government notice of motion number 


ppk 
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That standing order 104(g) be amended by inserting 
after “agencies;” in the 10th line “and to review the intended 
appointments of persons to agencies, boards and commis- 
sions and of directors to corporations in which the crown 
in right of Ontario is a majority shareholder according to 
the following procedures: 

1. A minister of the crown shall lay on the table a 
certificate stating that the Lieutenant Governor in Council 
or the Premier, as the case may be, intends to appoint a 
person to an agency, board or commission or to the board 
of directors of a corporation, together with a copy of the 
position description and a summary of the person’s qualifi- 
cations, which documents shall be deemed to be referred 
to the committee. 

2. Upon receipt of a certificate as referred to in para- 
graph 1, the clerk of the committee shall distribute to each 
member of the subcommittee on committee business a list 
of intended appointees in respect of whom a certificate has 
been received. 

3. The subcommittee shall meet at its own initiative or at 
the request of the committee to select from among the in- 
tended appointees referred to in paragraph 1, those in- 
tended appointees the committee will review. Each 
member of the subcommittee, other than the Chair, may 
choose one or more of the intended appointees for review 
from the certificates provided by the clerk of the committee. 

4. Following a meeting of the subcommittee called for 
the purpose of selecting intended appointees for review, at 
which an intended appointee was not selected for review, 
or following 30 calendar days from the tabling of the cer- 
tificate pursuant to paragraph 1 during which no subcom- 
mittee meeting for the purpose of selecting intended 
appointees for review has taken place, whichever shall 
come first, a report shall be deemed to have been made by 
the committee and adopted by the House, that the committee 
will not review the intended appointee. 

5. The subcommittee shall report to the committee on 
the intended appointees for review. Upon receiving the 
report, the committee shall determine a date for the review 
of the intended appointees as selected by the members of 
the subcommittee. Such date shall be no earlier than seven 
calendar days following the receipt of the report of the 
subcommittee. 

6. Upon notice from the clerk of the committee that an 
intended appointment has been selected for review, the 

minister who recommended the appointment shall provide 
to the committee a copy of the intended appointee’s appli- 
cation, a copy of his or her resume, a description of the 
responsibilities of the position, a detailed description of the 
candidate search process and a statement of the criteria by 
which the intended appointee was chosen. 
| 7. At any meeting of the committee called for the purpose 
_of reviewing intended appointees, the Chair shall divide 
the time available for review so that an equal amount of 
time will be spent reviewing the selections for review 
_ made by each of the members of the subcommittee. 

8. Where a subcommittee member has chosen more 
than one intended appointee for review, the member shall 
_ apportion the time available to review his or her selections 
between the appointees. The subcommittee member may 


choose to defer the consideration of one or more of the 
intended appointees that the member has chosen for review 
for up to 14 calendar days until a future meeting of the 
committee at which intended appointees are to be re- 
viewed so long as the consideration of the intended ap- 
pointee has not previously been deferred. 

9. In reviewing an intended appointee, the committee 
shall not call as a witness any person other than the in- 
tended appointee. 

10. The committee shall determine whether or not it 
concurs in an intended appointment at the conclusion of 
the meeting held to review the appointment unless any 
member requests that the committee defer its determina- 
tion for up to seven calendar days to a future meeting of 
the committee. In its report, the committee shall state 
whether or not it concurs in the intended appointments and 
may State its reasons therefor. 

11. The committee shall present its report to the House 
on its review of intended appointments at the earliest op- 
portunity following the meeting at which its findings have 
been made and such report shall be deemed to be adopted 
by the House. If the House is not meeting at the time, the 
committee shall have authority to release its report by de- 
positing a copy of it with the Clerk of the Assembly and 
upon receipt of the report by the Clerk the report shall be 
deemed to be adopted by the House. 

12. If a report in respect of an intended appointee is not 
made within 30 calendar days following the day on which 
the intended appointee was selected for review, a report 
shall be deemed to have been made by the committee and 
adopted by the House, that the committee will not review 
the intended appointee. 

13. Where consideration of an intended appointee is 
deferred in accordance with paragraph 8, the time allowed 
for the making of the report as established in paragraph 12 
shall be extended by 14 calendar days. 

14. The clerk of the committee shall notify in writing 
the minister who recommended the appointment of any 
decision of the committee and the subcommittee on com- 
mittee business respecting the appointment.” 

This standing order shall come into effect on 28 June 
1991; 


Hon Miss Martel: If I might, I have some remarks to 
make on this. 

Following the Premier’s statement during the last fall 
sitting concerning the opening up of the public appoint- 
ments process to review by a standing committee of the 
Legislature, a temporary change to the standing orders was 
implemented to allow the standing committee on govern- 
ment agencies to conduct reviews of intended appointees. 

This temporary change to the standing orders was sun- 
set for 27 June 1991 and the standing committee on gov- 
erment agencies was asked to report to the House its 
recommendations concerning the best procedures to allow 
the committee to carry out its mandate. This report has 
now been received. 

The motion presently before the House is intended to 
establish a mechanism for the ongoing review of public 
appointments. The changes that the government is putting 
forward reflect the intentions of the government as to the 
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scope and nature of the standing committee process. They 
also reflect some of the very practical process considera- 
tions that have come to light during the very brief experience 
that the standing committee on government agencies has had 
to date in reviewing intended political appointments. 

Establishing a set of standing orders to deal with re- 
viewing public appointments is not a simple task, as a 
number of considerations need to be balanced. In particu- 
lar, the government’s need to be able to proceed in an 
expeditious manner to appoint members of the public to 
positions of responsibility on government agencies, boards 
and commissions needs to be balanced with the need to 
provide the standing committee members with sufficient 
time to conduct the reviews that are necessary. 

The majority report of the standing committee on gov- 
ernment agencies has made a number of recommendations 
with respect to possible changes to the standing orders 
concerning the review of political appointments. These 
form the basis for the changes I am moving today on be- 
half of the government. 

The dissenting recommendations expressed by the Lib- 
eral and Progressive Conservative members of the stand- 
ing committee have proven more difficult to 
accommodate. Most of these recommendations deal with 
the terms of reference of the committee and not with the 
process through which the present terms of reference are 
carried out. I will be addressing the reasons why most of 
the changes to the terms of reference to the standing com- 
mittee made by the opposition parties cannot be accommo- 
dated. However, where the recommendations of the 
opposition did focus on the actual procedures of the com- 
mittee and the time available to conduct reviews, I have 
attempted to respond to these concerns. 

The changes to the standing orders that are being pro- 
posed reflect the concerns of the standing committee mem- 
bers in the following ways: 

First, the standing committee will have greater flexibil- 
ity in integrating its role in reviewing intended appointees 
with its role in reviewing agencies by allowing the com- 
mittee complete discretion to determine how much of its 
sitting time will be spent reviewing intended appointees 
and how much of its time will be spent reviewing govern- 
ment agencies. 

The time to be spent in reviewing any intended appoin- 
tee will be limited to a shorter period of time than is pres- 
ently the case, by virtue of the fact that on any day that 
intended appointees are reviewed, the time available will 
be split between consideration of intended appointees se- 
lected for review by all of the three parties. 

The standing committee is now empowered, where the 
committee believes it appropriate, to determine its recom- 
mendations with respect to an intended appointee at the 
conclusion of its interview with the intended appointee, 
instead of having to wait until the next meeting of the 
committee. 

The subcommittee on committee business will now 
have greater flexibility to determine when it will meet to 
determine its selections for review. The language of the 
committee’s report concerning intended appointees who 
are not reviewed has been changed to reflect the fact that 


the committee has not reviewed the appointee, rather than 
indicating that the committee has no recommendation con-. 
cerning the candidate. 

In situations where a number of significant appointees, 
are put forward by the government at the same time, in| 
addition to being able to allocate more of its time to ap-| 
pointment review if it desires, the committee members will 
also have the ability to defer consideration of one or more | 
intended appointees for up to two weeks to accommodate | 
the committee’s review of a larger number of intended. 
appointees from any particular group. 

A number of requests for changes to the standing or- | 
ders by the opposition members of the committee in its | 
dissenting reports will not be accommodated. The opposi- 
tion has requested that the committee obtain information 
on candidates who applied for, but were not selected for | 
appointments. This proposal would create considerable | 
difficulty in attracting quality candidates to put their names | 
forward for consideration whenever the potential candidate | 
is concerned about (a) his or her interest in the position 
and (b) that this interest remain confidential unless chosen. | 

Further, there is no possible way a committee of mem- 
bers could devote the time necessary to become a hiring 
committee for all appointments presently made to govern- | 
ment agencies, boards and commissions. The committee’s _ 
role is to review government appointments, to determine 
whether the candidate chosen by the government is quali- 
fied for the position he or she is being appointed to. I do 
not believe information regarding other potential candi- 
dates or their backgrounds is necessary for the committee 
to carry out this role. 

Second, the opposition has requested that submissions 
be received from third parties as to the appropriateness of 
intended appointees. Where people have information they 
believe is relevant in determining whether an intended ap- 
pointee is qualified, there is nothing to prevent these per- 
sons from bringing this information forward via committee 
members to the attention of the committee in its use of 
questioning the intended appointee. But the government 
does not believe the public is going to be well served by 
having other people come in and subject an appointee to 
possible character assassination or attack. 

Third, the opposition has requested opposition control 
over the committee review process and veto power over 
appointments. The request for majority control of the com- 
mittee is not realistic. It is a matter of law that the Lieuten- 
ant Governor in Council or the Lieutenant Governor, on 
the advice of the Premier, is authorized by statute to make 
appointments. The dissenting report of the committee 
States that, “As we are the members who will be lending 
our names to the approval of such appointees, we feel that 
it is inappropriate for the Premier to shift on to this com- 
mittee the burden of accountability.” 

The dissenting report from the committee belies the 
fact that the government is responsible for the appoint- 
ments made. The government will reap the political bene- 
fits of wise appointments and the political costs of foolish 
ones. While the government wishes to receive the advice 
of the standing committee on the qualifications of intended 
appointees and will treat this advice with great deference, 
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it is essential that the government must retain its responsi- 
bility for the public appointments that are made. 

It is to be expected that the opposition will condemn 
the government for failure to adopt some of the recom- 
mendations the opposition has put forward. It can only be 
pointed out that neither the Liberals nor the Conservatives, 
when they were in power provincially, implemented the 
kind of accountability features to the appointment process 
this government has. The idea that if either of the two 
opposition parties were in power they would implement 
the recommendations they have come forward with is sim- 
ply not supported by the records of the past. 

It is also fully expected that when the opposition mem- 
bers rise to speak on the matter they will also argue that 
the measures taken by the government to clean up the 
appointments process do nothing to change the situation 
that has existed in the province for many years. Again, I do 
not believe this to be the case. The government, like any 
other government, will want to make sure the people it 
appoints to public office will pursue policies consistent 
with those of the government of the day. In this sense, the 
appointments process will continue to have partisan points 
to it. 

However, the government is determined to make a 
clear break from the historical practices of the past 
whereby the political appointments process was used as a 
mechanism for strengthening the political party in power 
at the expense of the public. The government is determined 
the political appointments process will not be driven by the 
need for requirements of patronage. 

We believe the standing order changes proposed today 
will accomplish the goal, and I look forward to the debate 
that will ensue. 
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Mr Grandmaitre: I must bring my dissenting vote on 
this motion, as expected. As the member just pointed out, 
the Liberals and the Conservatives very rarely vote to- 
gether. This time, the members of both parties agreed that 
the system implemented on 20 December with great fan- 
fare—I would like to quote from the speech from the 
throne which addresses the new responsibilities of the 
standing committee on government agencies: 

“The public has a right to see appointments made by a 
fair process, a process the men and women of Ontario can 
trust. By ensuring public access to all details of appoint- 
ments and by peeling away some of the secrecy surround- 
_ing the process, I believe we can ensure a fairer selection 
_of the best possible candidates.” 
| I was pleased when I was appointed to the committee 
on government agencies, because I think our committee 
has a great role to play, especially with the added responsi- 
bilities given by the Premier of this province on 20 De- 
-cember. But I must be honest, I think those added 
_tesponsibilities given to the committee are a smokescreen. 
It is a fait accompli. I do not believe for a minute, and I do 

not think any member of this House believes, that we have 
changed the process. 
_ These appointments are still made by the Office of the 
Premier, the Premier himself, and also by a person paid by 
‘| 


the government to search for people, mostly NDP people. I 
would say 75% of the them are New Democrats. So if the 
Premier or members of this House think for a minute that 
the patronage system is over, it is far from being over. 
They are simply continuing with the patronage process 
that existed in the past. 

I agree that some of the appointments in the past by the 
Tories and the Liberals seemed very much to be patronage 
appointments and I think the system needed to be changed, 
but the process has not changed. We are still being told by 
the Premier’s office, through orders in council, “This is our 
nominee,” but we only learn about it through the newspa- 
pers. Twenty four hours after the cabinet has approved the 
order in council, we read in the newspapers that Mr So- 
and-So or Ms So-and-So has been appointed to the Hydro 
commission, to committees or agencies. I think it is a very 
unfair system. 

The committee is given one name. We do not know 
what the search process was all about. We know that per- 
son has been appointed. I have been told some people in 
this province have applied for such an appointment and 
have never received a letter of acknowledgement. We have 
been trying to find out how this search process works. We 
have not been told yet how many people applied for this 
job or this nomination, or how they found out. A lot of 
people received phone calls from the Premier’s office, or 
maybe from ministers, wanting such a person to sit on 
those ABCs. I think it is a very unfair system; it needed 
amendments. We have tried through the leadership of our 
chairperson to reach a compromise, but I can understand 
the members from the government side sitting on our com- 
mittee; they will never vote against an appointee, espe- 
cially a person nominated by the Premier. I challenged 
them to vote against the Premier’s appointment. Not one 
did it. 

It proves they are given specific orders when they 
come into our committee to vote for that person. Every- 
body is given 10 minutes to ask questions. It really looks 
good, but it is a fait accompli. We do not have a veto. We 
can simply ask a few frivolous questions of the members 
because we do not know these people, we only go by their 
curriculum vitae. Some people have no experience whatso- 
ever and they may be good people. It is very unfair for 
these people to appear before our committee to be submit- 
ted to our questioning because we do not know these peo- 
ple. We can only go by their CV. 

It is very unfair. Last week this lady had to drive more 
than 200 miles to appear before a committee and she was 
giving her time, not only to her municipality but to this 
province. I think it is very unfair to put these people 
through this kind of charade. 

We will vote against this motion for the simple reason 
that we do not feel at ease sitting on this committee; we 
feel like puppets. They have the numbers. We are outvoted 
and I think we should have at least fair representation, 
equal representation on the committee, not a veto. I do not 
think we should have a veto. Some people on the commit- 
tee feel that we should, but I do not think so. I think that is 
very unfair. After all, we do have a government and I think 
it is up to that government to choose its own people and 
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live with the decision it has made. It is very unfair to hide 
behind our committee and say 6 months, 12 months or 18 
months down the road: “Hey, this is not a good candidate 
and you are to blame. It is your choice.” It puts us in a very 
unfair situation. 

We are not allowed to call witnesses who do know 
these intended nominees. We are not allowed to do so. It 
took us close to five months to obtain a total list of all 
nominees or appointments in Ontario which was supposed 
to be distributed to municipalities, libraries and other pub- 
lic offices. 

If the government thinks it has opened the process, it is 
totally wrong because even people nominated to sit on 
ABCs know that the process is a fraud. I have spoken to 
these people and they know the system is a fraud. 

I know another colleague of mine would like to ad- 
dress motion 22, so again I would like to remind the mem- 
bers of this House to be a little fair. We would accept some 
amendments because I think the government is on the right 
track. I think we should have a word to say in these nomi- 
nations. I agree with the government. But at the present 
time the process is not there. It is not working. It seems 
like it is working, but we do not have the tools to work 
with, and I hope the government will change its mind and 
bring about changes that are acceptable to all three parties. 


1600 


Mr Runciman: As members may or may not know, I 
chair the standing committee on government agencies, and 
I am honoured to chair the committee. I served on the 
committee in the past as a member and thoroughly enjoyed 
my tenure as a member of that committee. 

It has been long looked upon as a non-partisan com- 
mittee of this House, given the responsibilities to review 
the operations of agencies, boards and commissions of the 
government and make recommendations in respect to how 
they could be improved and perhaps even sunsetted. There 
are a variety of ways in which I believe the agencies com- 
mittee over the years has made a positive contribution to 
the operations of government in this province. 

The member for Ottawa East mentioned that in respect 
to the changes announced by the Premier and the review 
process it indeed was a positive step that members of the 
Legislature were going to have some opportunity for re- 
view and input into the order-in-council appointments of 
the government. I would say it has been an improvement, 
but modest, indeed. 

As Chair of the committee, I make an effort to be 
non-partisan in my approach to the deliberations of the 
committee, and I am going to do that as best I can during 
this debate as well. But my major concern, when we look 
at the operations of the committee and how it has func- 
tioned over the past couple of months, is the fact that we 
have been performing a function which I think most mem- 
bers of the opposition parties, if not the government 
parties’ representation on the committee, feel, to a signifi- 
cant degree, to be meaningless, that we are not really hav- 
ing an impact, and that if, indeed, the opportunity is there 
to thoroughly investigate the credentials of an intended 
appointee, we do not have the tools to do the job necessary. 


As was pointed out by the previous speaker, for exam- 
ple, we do not have the right—and that has not been. 
changed in the permanent standing order—to call | 
witnesses, and I think that is an extremely important ele- | 
ment to explore, and I am sure some of the other speakers 
will, as we carry on this debate. I can think of Mr Eliesen, 
the recent appointee as the chair of Ontario Hydro, in some, 
quarters a very controversial appointment, or Michael Cas- | 
sidy, again to the Ontario Hydro board of directors, or we | 
had a gentleman appointed as a vice-chair of the Workers’ 
Compensation Board with a significant labour history and 
a close alliance with one of the House leader’s staff persons. 

We had some representations made to us, but we did 
not have the opportunity to have people come in as 
witnesses to express their concerns. In the Eliesen case, for 
example, there were—I think, Energy Probe—a number of 
groups that had very real concerns about his appointment. 
But, again, we did not have the authorization, the right, 
under the temporary standing order, and do not have it | 
under this permanent standing order, to call witnesses to 
hear individuals in this province who may have differing 
views in respect to the qualifications of the individual rec- 
ommended by the government of the day. 

My primary concern is, what are we accomplishing by 
taking up the time of this committee every week to deal 
with these appointments, while at the same time we are 
totally neglecting the original responsibility and mandate 
of the standing committee on government agencies, and 
that is to review the operations of agencies, boards and 
commissions? 

I know there is some reference to window dressing and 
perhaps there has to be some degree of truth to that when 
you look at the time assigned to this committee for sum- 
mer Sittings. Originally there was going to be no time at all 
assigned to the committee. Now we have been allotted, I 
believe, three days during the summer. If you look at the 
enormous number of order-in-council appointments and 
the time required to review even a small percentage of 
those, there is no realistic way in which the committee, 
especially allotted only three days during the summer re- 
cess, can even touch on a significant part of those intended 
appointees, and the government realizes that. 

The steering committee of the committee suggested 
that we simply let this temporary standing order lapse and 
let the government go on, as governments in the past have, 
with its order-in-council appointments being passed by 
cabinet every Wednesday, and that is all there is to it. 
Bring in a permanent standing order for a full and lengthy 
debate in the fall. 

The government, for reasons known best to the House 
leader and perhaps some others within her group of advis- 
ers, decided this was not what it wanted to do. They 
wanted to have the message out that this was, indeed, per- 
forming a useful function, when in reality we do not have 
any time to do it and the government did not want to 
assign us any time to do it. 

What the committee has decided and the subcommittee 
has supported is that this summer we are not even going to 
go through that charade. We are going to take the time we 
have, the minimum amount of time we have, to review 
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three agencies in this province, one selected by each party. 
We will get back to our original mandate and hopefully do 
something where we can feel we are making a meaningful 
contribution to the operations of this government and to 
the taxpayers of Ontario. 

All of us have to decide how we are going to partici- 
pate or not participate in this process. As Chairman, obvi- 
ously I am going to continue to participate in the process 
and be as non-partisan as I can under the circumstances, 
but I have significant concerns about the whole question of 
time. I know that time is a critical factor for all of us in this 
House and I think probably more so for members of the 
opposition. Some of us have two or three critic areas in 
committees and small numbers over here, so that we have, 
perhaps, more pressures on our time than government 
backbenchers. I do not know if I am being fair about that 
or not. I am only drawing on my own experiences, having 
served as a government backbencher in a majority govern- 
ment as well. 


When you have to devote X number of hours per week 
to this process, you wonder if you are serving your own 
constituents and the people of Ontario well by going 
through this exercise. I have reached the conclusion that I 
am not doing that, and I would rather see my time put to 
productive use in many other ways. 


This is a joke to some of the members of the govern- 
ment party, but like so many initiatives of this government, 
when there are some concerns expressed all we get is jocu- 
larity and hee-haws from the crowd across the floor. 


There are some of us on the opposition side who are 
here to try and make a positive contribution. I do not be- 
lieve, and I suspect the members of the opposition parties 
do not believe, that we are having an opportunity to do 
that. In fact, we would be much more effective if we sim- 
ply ignored this standing order, simply ignored this pro- 
cess and devoted our time solely to a review of agencies, 
boards and commissions. Conform with our original man- 
date. 


There is no way we can do the job adequately, given 
these additional responsibilities, in any event. But if we are 
going to try to do a bit of this and a bit of that, it is futile at 
best. My recommendation to my own colleagues and to the 
official opposition as well has been to simply not call for 
any intended appointees, simply ignore this process and 
move on to our original mandate and do something, as I 


said before, that is going to be meaningful. 


Since we have not seen any significant moves in re- 


spect to this permanent standing order, no significant 


changes from the temporary one, I still stand by it. That is 
the way we should proceed. It is regrettable. I think with a 


few modest changes to the temporary standing order the 
process could have become much more acceptable and 


been much more effective and one in which most of us in 


Opposition could have lived with, but the government has 


seen fit to, for the most part, stick with what they origi- 
nally introduced. That is not satisfactory from my perspec- 


tive, but if, indeed, we continue to proceed this way, as 


Chairman I will have to continue to conduct business in 
respect to the review of intended appointees. 
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Again I want to say that I am disappointed in the per- 
manent standing order that has been brought forward. I am 
hopeful that indeed if we have to operate under this stand- 
ing order we simply, as opposition members, do not take 
up the opportunity to review intended appointees when we 
really cannot conduct any meaningful review. 
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Mr McGuinty: I think it is worth our while to begin 
by considering the problem for which this is the proposed 
solution. The problem was that the political appointments 
process, that system, has come into disrepute. It is now 
being seen as one where cronies are being rewarded for 
past service of some kind which favoured the party in 
power. The perception surrounding the appointments pro- 
cess, not only in this province but elsewhere in the country, 
was such that it has contributed to the cynicism which 
constitutes a major obstacle in the way of government 
today. Viewed in the context of that tremendous cynicism, 
it was important that this problem surrounding the political 
appointments process be addressed. 

I have made reference to the matter that there is a 
perception that the appointments process is being abused, 
but I think it is fair to say that it has in fact been abused. 
Nevertheless, the process that is presently in place, even 
the new process put in place by this government, remains 
open to abuse. I think the best solution—this was referred 
to by the Premier in his announcement—is to establish a 
process which will ensure we get the best available person 
for the job. 

I just want to quote from the Premier’s original an- 
nouncement. He said on 10 December 1990: “The public 
has a right to see appointments made by a fair process, a 
process the men and women of Ontario can trust. By en- 
Suring public access to all details of appointments and by 
peeling away some of the secrecy surrounding the process, 
I believe we can ensure fairer selection of the best possible 
candidates.” I would underline and emphasize the use of 
the word “best” by the Premier. That is a laudable objective. 

Let’s take a look at the solution that has been put for- 
ward and see whether we have accomplished the objective: 
to ensure that we get the best person for the job. Let’s take 
a look at the constraints under which our committee is 
operating. First of all, and this has been referred to by the 
member for Ottawa East, we have no power of veto. The 
question we have to ask ourselves is, how can we purport 
to be exercising any real function if the Premier refuses to 
grant us a right of veto? Talk about a perception problem. 
Let’s consider this: If all the members sitting on the com- 
mittee decided they were not in favour of the intended 
appointment, the Premier nevertheless retains the power to 
proceed with that appointment. 

The next problem we have is one of unequal represen- 
tation on the committee. Again, if the government’s sin- 
cere interest lies in ensuring that the best person gets the 
job, we should have equal representation. I guess it is all in 
how you define “the best person.” My definition would be 
an objective one and it would require input of all of the 
parties equally represented on the committee. The 
Premier’s definition apparently is a different one. It is a 
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subjective one. His definition is that the best person is the 
one who is the best person in his eyes and in the eyes of 
his members on the committee. 

The third constraint we have to deal with daily is that 
we have no right to call witnesses. If we are to ensure that 
we are getting the best person for the job, we should be 
able to obtain references. That is not only through viva 
voce evidence but through documentation, letters of refer- 
ence, through written submissions. We should ask our- 
selves this: Would any of us seriously consider having 
someone to assume a responsible position without having 
the benefit of obtaining references? Some of the positions 
we are considering are extremely responsible, in dealing 
with the administration of large and complicated govern- 
ment agencies. Surely we would want, and indeed we have 
an obligation, to obtain a second opinion. 

The fourth constraint under which we operate is the 
fact that we have no information regarding the antecedent 
screening process. We are not told and cannot obtain infor- 
mation as regards who else was a prospect for the job. In 
short, we cannot tell if the best possible candidate is sitting 
in front of us at the time we are asking questions of him or 
her. When we ask the questions of the candidates, in all 
fairness to them they simply do not have the answer. 

The information we are provided with regarding the 
screening process is at best sketchy. It is simply insuffi- 
cient to allow us to determine or assess the integrity of the 
screening process. 

The other constraint we are operating under is one of 
time. Given the tremendous volume of appointments the 
Premier is making, given the fact that our committee meets 
only once a week and that our committee is also responsi- 
ble for the weighty task of reviewing agencies, boards and 
commissions, given all of those time constraints, we are 
effectively prevented from properly dealing with the ap- 
pointments we seek to review, let alone all those that we 
simply do not have time to deal with. 

Next let’s look at the net result. I think that is impor- 
tant. We have dealt with 53 separate appointments. It is 
noteworthy that all of those have been concurred in as a 
result of the vote being carried by the government mem- 
bers: 53 appointments, 53 votes cast, 6 members sitting on 
the government side; that is potentially 318 votes that 
could have been cast. We should ask ourselves how many 
of those votes were cast against the appointment, put for- 
ward by the Premier’s office, by members sitting on the 
government side? The answer is none. 

Also in terms of the net result, I think it is significant 
that a number of ministers in this House, and the media, 
continue to refer to the intended appointments as if they 
were already appointed. That is merely a reflection of the 
fact that the process is really no more than pro forma in 
nature. Earlier it was referred to by the member for Ottawa 
East as a fait accompli. 

Has anything really changed? Objectively speaking, 
definitely not. The government simply has not instituted a 
process that has enabled our committee to get the best 
person for the job. What is particularly disconcerting is the 
insidious aspect of this, that many people have been fooled 
into believing some significant changes have been made. 


The analogy I like to use is that on 10 December 1990, 
I believe it was, when the Premier announced this process, | 
he effectively said he was going to send our committee | 
members to the moon. However, all he gave us was an. 
airplane. We can fly that airplane out of sight and we can | 
give the illusion that we have travelled to the moon, but | 
the bottom line is that we simply do not have the tools, the | 
vehicle, to pursue an analogy, to get where we intend to | 
g9. 
If the Premier wanted to continue with the old process, | 
he should have simply done so, as was his right. I think it 
is unfair and inappropriate for the Premier to lead us into | 
believing that this appointments process, the review pro- 
cess., has somehow been improved. | 

I want to concur with the Chair’s comments about the — 
sense of frustration we as members of the official opposi- | 
tion feel sitting on the committee. I feel as if I am involved © 
in some exercise in futility. I am disappointed at not hav- 
ing the tools to do the job and in all honesty, I do not feel I 
am serving my time here well or my constituents well. 
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We have put forward an alternative and that should be > 
highlighted. That was based on findings contained in a 
report called Directions: Review of Ontario’s Regulatory © 
Agencies—Overview, prepared by Robert Macauley. In 
that report he recommended the creation of a council for 
administrative agencies that would operate at arm’s length 
from the government. Its function would be to seek out, 
interview and assess potential candidates and bring an ele- 
ment of impartiality and objectivity into the government 
appointments process. 

The fact that the members at this stage are not prepared 
to move this process out of range of the government, to set 
it at arm’s length, is most telling as to their real desire in 
terms of dealing with government appointments. It is also 
significant that the Conservatives and the Liberals, who 
are not by natural inclination bedfellows, have joined to- 
gether in presenting our minority report and expressing 
tremendous frustration and disappointment with the process. 

Given the situation connected with this committee and 
our inability to carry out our task, I think our time would 
be much better spent devoting ourselves entirely to the 
committee’s original mandate of reviewing agencies, 
boards and commissions. It should be quite apparent, not 
only from my tone but from my words here today, that I 
am unable to support this motion. Thank you. 


Mr B. Murdoch: When I first got elected and knew I 
was going to be coming to Toronto, I thought that some- 
where along the line I would be able to contribute to ev- 
erything that goes on here, not knowing that sometimes 
when you sit in opposition you are almost held at ransom 
for what you can do. 

But in a way, after being here for some time I had the 
privilege and honour of being able to sit on this commit- 
tee; I had a chance to fill in for my friend Mr McLean, the 
member for Simcoe, when he was on another committee. 
It certainly did not take long to figure out what was going 
on in this committee and what the Premier has been trying 
to do. I had been there for only a day or two when I found 
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out that this whole committee was a sham and a farce. It 
just is not doing what someone thought it was going to do. 
I do not believe one appointment that has been turned 
down has been sent down to this committee by the Pre- 
mier. If there has been I would like to be corrected on that, 
but I do not think so. 

The reason is that this committee is set up all wrong. 
This government got elected, so it decides: “We’re going 
to make some mistakes so maybe we’d better find some 
scapegoats right away. Let’s set a up committee, but we’ll 
overload it with our people.” It is just amazing. They want 
to find a scapegoat. They stand up here day after day and 
can never take the blame themselves. It is always the fed- 
eral government or the past Liberals, and they even go 
back in to say it is the past Conservatives. They cannot 
seem to figure out that they are in there to govern now. 
They have been here for a while now and some of them 
even sat here other years and should know better how 
things work. They always seem to want to stand up and 
blame somebody else. 

Now they set up this committee and say: “We’re going 
to have a fair process here. We’re going to pick people for 
commissions and boards in a fair way.” But what is fair 
about this? As I say, I do not know of anyone who has 
been turned down, but there have been some votes. One of 
the only ways this committee might be able to work is if it 
has a fair representation from all three parties on there. I 
am sure they can be non-partisan on a committee like this 
and if you do not think it can— 


Interjection. 


Mr B. Murdoch: I know they laugh over there, but if 
they want a fair way then it will be. Or do they just want to 
put on their own political hacks the way they said the other 
governments did? That is what they are doing. If they want 
a fair way, they will put people from each party on there 
and make them even and then they might get some fair 
representation. 

One of the other things that really bothered me about 

the committee is that they say, “You know, we’ll vote 
against somebody if we don’t think they’re any good.” 
They are going to vote against somebody the Premier has 
sent to them. That is what they say. But the days I sat there 
they interviewed some of these people. A lot of these peo- 
ple drive from a long way to be interviewed too, thinking 
this is an easy thing and knowing they are not going to get 
too much pay for the job they are being interviewed for. 
They go through gruelling questions that a lot of times 
they should not be asked by this process, maybe, but they 
are interviewed the one day and normally they are voted 
on the next day or the day after that. 

The days I sat in there, the people from the government 
side who voted on them were not the same ones that inter- 
viewed them. How did they have any way of knowing 
whether these were good appointments or not? If they 
were not there to interview them, they should have stood 
up and said, “Look, I didn’t interview these people; I don’t 
think I should vote for them,” and let the majority of the 
people from whatever party sitting there that day on the 
‘committee vote. If they want to be really fair, that is they 


way it should be, but it happened all the time I was in 
there. 

As far as I am concerned, this whole process is a waste 
of the ratepayers’ money. Our people out there are paying 
for this process and not getting their money’s worth. If this 
government wants to govern, if this is the way it is set up, 
it should be picking out the people for these agencies. If 
that is how they want to do it, they should do it. If they 
pick the wrong people, then they should take the flak for it. 
If they turns out to be wrong they should not try to blame 
it On a committee and say, “Well, the committee picked 
them; we didn’t do that.” 

If they want to be a government and truly govern, then 
they are going to have to stand on their own two feet at 
some time and start to govern, rather than saying, “Oh, 
well, we’re going to do this and we’re going to do that.” 
Then they have this big idea and say, “We’re going to 
work with everybody,” and that is fine; that is a good 
point, but saying, “As long as you do it our way,” is a little 
tough, I say to them over there. If they want to work with 
everybody, then they had better start listening to some of 
the other parties or it will never work. This is one commit- 
tee that shows it is not working. As I say, they should show 
me one person who has been turned down. Why did they 
not just pick them themselves? Why go all through this 
work? Why have all these people come in here and be 
grilled by some of the other members from some of the 
other parties? Why do they not just do their jobs, as they 
have been elected to do? That is one of the jobs they were 
elected to do, putting people on these commissions. 

They will say, “What do we want to do?” I have heard 
the comments coming from the other side, saying, “What 
would you do?” As I said, they should make a fair commit- 
tee with the same number from their party, from our party 
and from the Liberal Party. That way they will get a fair 
representation of all Ontario people. They have to remem- 
ber that between the parties it is 100% of the people who 
got us elected, so to make it really fair that is what they 
have to do or cut the farce out. It really bothers me that we 
have to go through this charade. They are spending a lot of 
people’s money on something that is a charade. If they 
want to make it fair, they should have fair representation 
from all parties or take the jobs themselves and do what 
they are supposed to do. 


Mr Stockwell: Being a member of the committee, I 
have spent some time discussing with it exactiy what 
would be a better process to use. What I have felt about the 
committee is not exactly a secret. To take us back about six 
or seven months, I suppose, when this was originally de- 
bated in this House some time in December, I suggested 
that this government was setting up a process that was 
nothing more than window dressing; it was window dress- 
ing to appease the general public. By appeasing the general 
public they were allowing it to believe there is a perception 
in the Ontario government today that certain cabinet ap- 
pointments made in the past would be scrutinized by a 
non-partisan, fair, evenhanded committee. 


1630 
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Mr Stockwell: Tripartisan, yes; I am sorry—an even- 
handed, fair committee that would make reasonable rec- 
ommendations to the House for the adoption of the 
motions that pass in cabinet. What has come of this exer- 
cise? Simply this: Never during this entire process has a 
government representative on this committee voted against 
a single recommendation by the cabinet, not once. In the 
debate last December, I suggested exactly that. I said you 
will not see a member of this government vote against a 
single request made by the cabinet, and I was accurate. I 
made a bet that they would not do that. No one would take 
the bet, and in hindsight it was probably very intelligent, 
because I think it was as clear as glass. 

The process that is taking place today, the process we 
are involved in, is merely a process to protect the govern- 
ment—and I repeat that, to protect this government—from 
the charges it levelled against other governments. It is 
clearly that. That is exactly what we are facing. This gov- 
ernment was absolutely paranoid about the patronage ap- 
pointments system because it had been so vocal, and in 
some respects I think accurate, about the process that was 
in place. When they got into power their suggestion was 
that we had to clean up this process. In cleaning up the 
process, they struck a committee with a majority of mem- 
bers from the government side who vote in favour of every 
single recommendation that comes from the cabinet. 

The cabinet recommendations on the major appoint- 
ments are very partisan. On the major appointments in the 
past that would get publicity, the ones that the public 
would sit up and take notice of, they have been very parti- 
san, if not NDP card-carrying working people, clearly peo- 
ple with that thought pattern, that feeling, the same 
socialistic trend, and they were appointed. Granted there is 
no debate on some of them. There is some tokenism in- 
volved. There are some Conservatives and Liberals. Those 
people are appointed who sort of protect their positioning. 

The same argument could be made at the federal level 
when they appointed Stephen Lewis to the United Nations. 
If they honestly believed the federal government was ap- 
pointing partisan individuals, they would simply stand up and 
say, “Stephen Lewis was appointed, so we are clean.” The 
argument this government makes is, “We appointed Andy 
Brandt,” and that in some way relieves it of responsibility. 

It is truly a joke to suggest for a moment that the 
system has been changed dramatically. It has not been 
changed dramatically. We still have government making 
appointments and we have six hacks from the government 
side, six backbenchers who sit around on the government 
side and who endorse every single appointment. I plead to 
the backbenchers of this government. Even they can see 
through this window-dressing. Even they can understand 
how they are being used. Their vote is simply being used. 
They are nothing more than parrots and they sit there. 
When the boss crows, those people just mime whatever the 
heck they said: “Oh, this must be a good person. My brief- 
ing notes said so. I am going to support them.” 


Mr B. Murdoch: I wasn’t even here to interview 
them. 


Mr Stockwell: That is the other one. When the mem- — 
ber for Grey, who was attending this committee, at a point _ 
during the proceedings noted—it was a very decisive ac- | 
tion he took at the time by leaving the committee—very | 
clearly that when they voted on one of the appointments, a | 
substantial number of members from the government side | 
had changed during from meeting to meeting, and they had | 
not even known the individual who was interviewed, for | 
goodness’ sake. They did not interview them. They did not | 
hear the debate, yet they still voted for the recommenda- | 
tion from cabinet. Now if that does not tell you, Mr | 
Speaker, that they get their marching orders and they are | 
not supposed to vote against any of these orders in cabinet, 
then with all due respect, I think you are slightly naive. 


Mr Hope: They take notes. 


Mr Stockwell: The suggestion is they take notes. 
Then they have got to pass the notes around. I think the | 
very clear indication of exactly how useless this committee | 
is, is the government members themselves, the arm-hold- 
ers, the strings that pull their arms up. They themselves 
have suggested that we not bother going through this exer- 
cise for the summer. They have agreed. They have said, 
“No, I don’t think we should bother interviewing candi- 
dates for the summer. We are wasting taxpayers’ money. 
We are wasting taxpayers’ time. We are wasting taxpayers’ 
hard-earned tax dollars.” They themselves, who I know do 
not believe in this process, have said, “We shouldn’t bother 
going through this charade for the summer.” Here we have 
a slew of appointments that were handed down just today 
to the committee by the cabinet who will not be inter- 
viewed over the summer, and this government’s back- 
benchers who sit on the committee say, “That’s fine, 
because we know full well the committee is a colossal 
waste of time, effort and money.” 


The other point is that it becomes rather depressing to 
sit through meeting after meeting, hearing the same ques- 
tions and the same typical responses, knowing full well at 
the beginning of the interview, during the middle of the 
interview and at the end of the interview that this person 
has got the job. It is very depressing to go through a pro- 
cess like that, because it renders the committee and its 
members totally useless. It actually takes up a tremendous 
amount of time that could have been productively spent 
serving their constituents. It takes up a tremendous amount 
of their time and involves them in a classic charade. 


The real shame of it all is that this government is doing 
this for optics. Purely and simply, it is optics, public per- 
ception. When they go back to the public—maybe the pub- 
lic will still be naive about this in four years—they are 
going to stand up, and I can hear them saying it on the 
platform. They will not be able to talk about An Agenda 
for People, because that will be totally landfilled by that 
point. They will want to talk about all the great processes 
and procedures they have instituted to change government 
workings, and this is what they are going to point to, this 
public perception that they have cleaned up the patronage 
system. 


I charge this government with not cleaning up the pub- 
lic patronage system. I charge it with entering into a public 
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relations scam to try to convince the people of this prov- 
ince that patronage no longer exists, which is pure hokum. 

I cannot imagine this government sitting idly by while 
a previous government member—I do not know the riding. 
It was in Scarborough; Mr Johnston. I forget his riding. If 
the Conservatives or Liberals had done this, they would 
have screamed blue murder and said: “Patronage, patron- 
age, patronage. We must change the system because it 
does not work.” Yet when they do it, it is okay. Does that 
not bother them? Do they not think the policies of this 
government were slightly hypocritical in the past, when on 
the one hand they can complain about the patronage sys- 
tem, and on the other hand enter into it as boldly and 
obviously as any party has done in the past? 

If this government continues with this charade, our 
party has taken the position that it will no longer continue 
with this charade. Our party has taken the position that if 
they are going to make these kinds of appointments, as I 
said in December, they should make them. I am very pre- 
pared to have it make them. In fact, I am not so opposed to 
governments making appointments to boards and commis- 
sions. I accept the fact that the Liberals did it. That is what 
happens when you get elected. I accept the fact that the 
Tories did it. That is what happens when you get elected. I 
also accept the fact that the government of the day is al- 
lowed to do this. 

They should not pretend. They should not try to kid the 
folks that they have any system in place that is any differ- 
ent than that of the previous governments, because my 
friends do not. They are no better and they are no worse. I 
think what the they should do, rather than continue on with 
this charade, is fess up and admit the fact that patronage 
lives in Ontario, that it lives in socialism and that it lives in 
their government. 
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Mr Silipo: I was actually going to wait until a few 
more members from the opposition parties had spoken, but 
that passionate speech by the member for Etobicoke West 
has just inspired me to get up at this moment. 

As a member of this committee and as the government 
whip on the committee, I have been following this debate 
with great interest. It is, I guess, at least the third time that 
we have gone through this, a couple of times at the com- 
mittee and now here in the House. 

I think it is important, because the members of the 
opposition have put before us their views on this matter 
very clearly, that we make a couple of observations from 
this side of the House relating to the whole point of this 
process, how it has worked, or I suppose not worked from 
the opposition perspective, and what really the process is 
| all about. 

_ It seems to me that whether the opposition likes to 
admit this or not, it is clear that something significant has 
happened as a result of this process. In my view, the pro- 
‘cess is much more open than it has ever been in the past 
and I think there are a couple of things with respect to this 
that need to be pointed out. 

_ First of all, there is a great deal more information going 
out to the public with respect to the whole range of ap- 
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pointments that are available. I think some members across 
the floor referred to the information package that is now 
available, but members of this House will no doubt have 
received this book, the guide that lists all the different agen- 
cies, boards and commissions for which there are vacancies. 

This is now available not only in each member’s con- 
stituency office but in many public places including every 
public library— 


Interjections. 


Mr Silipo: I would love to be able to hear what people 
are Saying across the floor and speak at the same time, but 
I just cannot do it. 

People should not underestimate the importance of 
having this information out there. I know, for one, as the 
local member in my area, that a number of people have 
come forward; they have heard that this process is there 
and that this information is available. People have come 
into my office asking about the various positions. As a 
result of that, I think there are clearly more people aware 
of this process and more people applying for the various 
positions than has ever been the case in the past. I think 
that access to information means there is a great more 
access to the various positions. I think the fact we have 
that process of being able to apply is the first point. 

The second point is that having the committee in place 
and being aware that all the appointments that are made by 
particular ministers or the Premier’s office are subject to 
the public scrutiny of the committee process means, | 
think, that the credibility of the process is enhanced and 
the credibility of the people who are put forward is en- 
hanced. It means that every appointment that comes 
through, being subject to the kind of scrutiny that people 
know it may be subject to, means that people are going to 
be that much more careful to ensure that the people who 
come forward, as intended appointees, are the best people 
possible. 


Mr Stockwell: How many of you voted against? 


Mr Silipo: I will get to that. The member asked how 
many we voted against and I will address that in a minute. 
I think it is useful to take a look for a moment at how well 
the process has worked. Clearly, from the opposition per- 
spective, it has not worked very well. My own sense is that 
while there certainly have been some problems with it, 
generally speaking it has not worked too badly. I would 
say it has worked rather well for some of the reasons I 
have identified before. 

It is interesting to look at this question of how govern- 
ment members have voted on the appointments. It is true 
and there is no denying it; I do not think there have been 
any appointments on which there has been a vote against 
by the government members. There may have been one or 
two where individual members may have voted against it, 
I do not know, but clearly it has not been more than one or 
two. Equally important, I think, is to take note of the fact 
that, with the exception of the member for Etobicoke West, 
who has voted against every appointment that has come 
forward, every single one of them, there have been very 
few appointments which members of the opposition have 
voted against. What does that tell us? 
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Mr Grandmaitre: He didn’t bother. 


Mr Silipo: Well, if he did not bother, that was not the 
point that was made at the committee, and I have been 
there most of the time. 

] think it is important, therefore, to note that there have 
been very few times when there has been strong disagree- 
ment, or indeed disagreement of any kind, between the 
government members and the opposition members on the 
appointments. What does that tell us? Perhaps it tells us 
that generally speaking, the people who have come for- 
ward have been good people that have been put forward, 
and we have found them to be generally acceptable. In the 
cases where there has been disagreement, I am not sure 
that any process we would have had in place would have 
gotten us around that disagreement. 

Mr Stockwell: So what is the point? 

Mr Silipo: The point, I think, is— 

The Acting Speaker (Mrs Haslam): Will you take 
your seat for a minute. I know there are a number of 
questions you may wish to raise, but I remind you that 
they are raised during your time when you are standing. To 
ask questions across the floor to the member engaged in 
debate is not accepted. 


Mr Stockwell: I am sorry, Madam Speaker. 


Mr Silipo: Actually I was just about to get to what is 
the point of the whole process, because that, I think, is 
what is at the nub of this whole discussion. The point of 
this whole process, it seems to me, is not to have a com- 
mittee of this Legislature engaged in the process of ap- 
pointing people to various agencies, boards and 
commissions; the point of this process is to continue the 
right of government, through its ministers, to make ap- 
pointments and to have those appointments subject to re- 
view by a committee of this Legislature. 

I know the members of the opposition have chosen to 
continue to fudge that one and to pretend that what we 
intended was to give them the right to appoint, as opposed 
to giving all of us members of that committee the right to 
review those appointments. There is a very clear difference 
in my mind, and I am sure there is a very clear difference 
in their minds with respect to that, although they have 
chosen to conveniently forget that. 

I think there is therefore a clear difference. If the role 
of the committee is to review the appointments, it is not to 
become an interviewing committee in terms of hiring and 
appointing; it is to ensure that the people who come for- 
ward are indeed appropriate for the job they have been 
appointed to. It is only in cases where the committee feels 
they are not appropriate for those positions that the com- 
mittee then has the responsibility and the right to say no. 

The day may very well come when the committee says 
no, and I know the question of veto has been suggested 
and has been raised a number of times, although it was 
interesting to hear from some of the members opposite that 
there are now at least two different views about that, some 
saying they want the veto and some saying they do not 
want the veto. 

Be that as it may, the issue is that if there are people 
who are found to be not appropriate for those positions, 
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and if the committee as a whole, or by majority decision, | 
recommends that those not happen, I would be quite sur- 
prised if the Premier’s office or the minister’s office in 
those cases would continue with those appointments. 
Clearly they have the right to do that, but quite frankly I 
would be surprised if, after we had gone through that pro- 
cess and determined that people were not appropriate for | 
those positions in our view, they would continue with the | 
appointments. But we have not reached. that point yet. | 
Again I go back to the point that in the cases where there | 
has been disagreement, I am not sure that any other pro- 
cess would have resulted in a different kind of conclusion. | 

Some of the members opposite have made a number of | 
points with which I agree, interestingly enough, with re- | 
spect to the committee’s responsibility to review agencies, - 
boards and commissions. Part of the frustration they have | 
felt, I and members on this side have also felt with respect | 
to our inability, because of the time constraints, to carry. 
out that part of the committee’s function. The new proce- 
dures that are suggested here before us today in fact give 
us that latitude. | 

Quite frankly, as a committee and also as a subcommit- 
tee, we have been going through a bit of a learning process 
with respect to that, because initially, and even in the latter 
weeks, the attitude has been to basically put as many 
names forward to be reviewed by the committee as possi- 
ble. Perhaps our experience will begin to show that that in 
fact will become less of an occurrence and we will focus in 
on those appointments that really are crucial and really are 
important to address. That, quite frankly, is as much in the 
hands of the opposition parties as it is in the hands of the 
government members, because they get to choose, as we 
do, the intended appointees that will go forward to the 
committee to be reviewed. 


1650 

There are a couple of other points I would like to clear 
up. I know one or two speakers commented about the view 
of the government members with respect to the summer 
sittings. While there may have been agreement on the 
issue of asking the House leaders to look at the question of 
the summer sittings and how they impacted upon the 
committee’s role, I want to be very clear on the record here 
in this House—and I think I made this very clear within 
the subcommittee meeting—that my agreement on that 
was never attached to my feeling that the process was not 
useful. I have always maintained that I think the process is 
useful and I think that the issue around the summer sittings 
was a question of the time-frame responsibilities we had 
and the fact that there are certain time lines that click in 
according to the standing order. 

Much has been made of the question that we are not 
allowed to call witnesses. Again, I think that the House 
leader, in presenting the motion, addressed that issue. I just 
want to reiterate that I do not think it is useful for the 
committee to be in a position to be able to call witnesses 
because I think it turns the process into a very different 
process than what I think it needs to be. It is also interest- 
ing to note that in at least a couple of important appoint- 
ments, people in the public certainly took it upon 
themselves to send us various letters indicating where they 
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stood on the different candidates coming forward, and 
clearly that information was used by the members of the 
committee in their questioning of the particular candidates. 

Another issue I would like to address is the question of 
members who were not there for the interviews voting on 
the approval of the appointments. I think, again for the 
record, that issue was something we on the government 
side raised and very clearly said we were prepared to make 
changes on if the opposition members wanted to. But I 
think there was a sense within the committee—and this is 
important to put on the record—that because of the many 
responsibilities members of this House have with respect 
to the various committees they are expected to be on, they 
wanted as much as we did, and perhaps more than the 
government members did, to retain the right to be able to 
substitute members. I think, quite honestly, people cannot 
have it both ways, in wanting the right to substitute and 
then complaining about the fact that substitutes are used in 
situations where members of the committee are not able to 
attend. 

The other issue I want to address is the question of the 
Macaulay report, which suggests a different way of deal- 
ing with this whole process. As we indicated in our report 
to the House, it is something we have not ruled out as 
something we should do down the road. It is something we 
feel we need to have a bit more time to take a harder look 
at, and to see if in effect it makes sense to make some or 
all of those suggestions. I have no doubt that is an issue 
that the committee at some point will address and I hope 
will address in a useful fashion and come forward with 
some recommendations. 

For the time being I am quite comfortable with the 
changes that have been proposed with the new standing 
order-that is before us. I think that the process of the re- 
view of intended appointees by the committee—and I 
stress that word “review”’—has worked reasonably well. 
There have been some problems, but there always will be 
whenever you embark upon a new process like this. 

Notwithstanding the member for Etobicoke West put- 
ting me and all the government members who sit on that 
committee in the category of hacks or parrots, as he chose 
to call us—I have been called a lot of things, but never a 
hack or a parrot—be that as it may, I think the government 
members have tried to do their job on this committee in as 
reasonable a fashion as possible, keeping very clearly in 
‘mind their responsibilities as members of this Legislature, 
not just as members of the government but as members of 
this Legislature. They have carried forward their responsi- 
bilities with a high degree of commitment and respect for 
the process. We have spoken our minds when we felt the 
individuals coming before us had some flaws and we have 
‘supported them when we felt they were appropriate for the 
task at hand. In that sense, I have no hesitation in support- 
ing the recommendations that are before us. 

_ Mr Elston: It is an interesting debate to join, because 
I am not a member of the committee except on occasions 
when, as the member for Dovercourt just suggested, others 
were not available to be there, although I happened to be in 
on the questioning of several people about whom a fair bit 
has been known. Michael Cassidy was one and Richard 
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Johnston was another. While they displayed in a real way 
their continual ability to be highly polished in performing 
in public forums, I found it rather depressing— 


Hon Miss Martel: They have also made some com- 
mitment to the political process. Come on, Murray. 


Mr Elston: The House leader of the government indi- 
cates that I might be a little bit off the mark here, but I did 
find it a little bit distracting that we could only spend 10 
minutes as a caucus interviewing the people who were 
assuming jobs of very real importance. For instance, Mr 
Cassidy was going to join and has joined the Ontario 
Hydro board now. We all know that corporation is a huge 
operation and has a very large undertaking in respect of 
both business and other things that are being done in Ontario. 

We know Mr Johnston likewise has a very real and 
difficult job as he joins an agency which is responsible for 
dealing with the government policy as it is reflected in 
community colleges and the relations that are required 
there not only to advise the government on new policy but 
it also seems, as we questioned him, to make a commit- 
ment to move government policy into the operational 
fields in community colleges. 

While those people are very, very polished and while 
the credentials they showed us during our time there were 
of good quality, I guess is the only way I can describe it, 
10 minutes to talk to those people per caucus is hardly 
enough to examine people’s credentials seriously enough 
to be involved in the process of actually appointing them. 

We know where the real discussions take place with 
respect to the appointments. They take place in the office 
of Carol Phillips, whose job it is to go through all the 
requirements, the right qualities list, for each of the appli- 
cants for the jobs at hand and tell the Premier or tell the 
ministers who sponsor the appointments, either by order in 
council or through the Premier’s own hand, that these peo- 
ple are the right type of folks or these people are not the 
right type of folks, or there is a danger here or a danger 
there. 

That is where the real work is done, because they take 
the time to go through all of the attributes of the people, 
including letters of reference and go minutely through the 
CV of each person to ensure that the appointments are 
going to be proper. That is where the real work is done, 
and it is not in a 10-minute interview that is conducted by 
one, two, or in our case, three members of the Liberal 
caucus in a public forum. 

It is impossible to get to know a candidate who is not 
otherwise well known in a 10-minute public discussion. I 
found that very distracting. I found it in fact not very help- 
ful in coming to terms with how a person was going to 
apply his or her philosophy to the operation of a task 
which is seen by almost everyone as an extremely impor- 
tant one in at least those two circumstances. 

The issues about input are very interesting. The mem- 
ber for Hamilton Centre, who is also the parliamentary 
assistant to the Treasurer—Moneybags he is known as 
down in Hamilton, I believe—has asked, “How much time 
will we get with you?” I will tell him there was an awful 
lot of time taken with respect to appointments that were of 
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particular importance in a large number of cases. There 
was sort of a series of agreed-upon intraparty discussions 
conducted with respect to certain appointments, but I agree 
there were not any public sort of charades conducted about 
whether or not there were going to be any approvals given 
by the Legislative Assembly committee. 

I can appreciate that in today’s government, the way 
this province now operates as it does through a whole 
series of boards and agencies doing the work that govern- 
ment in its form here, conducted under the auspices of the 
executive council, used to do on its own. This is a highly 
complex province. This is a very difficult place to manage 
through the offices of a mere, what is it, 27 or 30? I have 
forgotten how many there are now. They are all so good. I 
lost count after I got over 25. It is impossible to conduct 
the affairs of the province through merely the executive 
council members’ offices. That is quite clear. Government 
policy and the operation of the province must be con- 
ducted through the offices established under the boards 
and agencies and commissions, about which the appoint- 
ments we are discussing here are of concern. 


1700 


For me, it is a very right sort of idea that the govern- 
ment should express in the majority of situations a real 
preference for people being put in place who will respect 
the guidelines and policy of the administration of the day. 
Otherwise, how can you have consistent application of the 
government’s direction? I have no question about that. 

I do have a question, however, when there is some 
scheme—which is how I describe this—brought down to 
make people think in some way there is a real review 
process in place. There is not a real review process in 
place. In fact, here are some of the difficulties. 


There is no veto. I know the member for Dovercourt 
said there are some people who want it and some people 
who do not want it, but there is no veto. This group of 
people will never, I would dare to say, say no to somebody 
who has been cleared through the Office of the Premier. If 
that person appears anywhere as an intended appointee, he 
or she will become the appointed. That is very clear. We 
saw the statistics given by the member for Ottawa South, 
who indicated there were some 53 people who had been 
approved in the committee and some 318 possible votes to 
be cast by the members of the government party. All were 
cast in favour of the anointed appointees. 


It is for me a real concern, because that means there is 
not only the tendency to feel that it is not really a good 
process, but a real— 


Mr Grandmaitre: Obligation. 


Mr Elston: —obligation just to pass through the ap- 
pointments, as the member for Ottawa East has indicated. 
It is not only a perception that there is no power but it is a 
reality as well. 


I have a real concern as well about some of the other 
parts of the operation of government that this reflects 
upon. I know the House leader from the other side has 
some interesting things to do here for the rest of the day, 
and so do some of the members of my caucus, but I have 


gotten on to a wee bit of a thought about the philosophy of| | 
government here and I may go for a long time. 

If this is really the operation of appointments to gov-| | 
ernment boards, agencies and commissions that are, 
charged to administer government programs on behalf of | 
the executive council, if these people are taking carriage of 
delivering programs to the people, helping the public ad-. 
ministration of the province, surely then it is but a very’ 
short step for the government of the day to really open up| 
the process that talks about who is qualified to administer | 
the province and indicate that deputy ministers will go! 
before the committees, that perhaps members of the execu- 
tive council should appear, all should appear at some stage | 
in front of the committee to tell us a little bit about how) 
they perceive the philosophy they have personally brought 
to bear in their intended areas and actually tell us how they 
are prepared to administer the public purse and the public’ 
trust and to develop policy which will be reflective of the 
need of the day. If we can do it for heads of commissions 
and boards and agencies, surely it is but a very small step. 
to take it one step further and say the deputy ministers 
should appear and so should their bosses, who are going to 
be executive council members. 

I can understand that perhaps it would be a little diffi- 
cult for us to say much about the Premier. The people 
really speak most specifically about the Premier’s position. 
The leader of the party that wins the largest number of 
seats generally is the Premier, and we cannot question that. 
But the Premier himself—or herself; I am convinced that 
“herself” will be the case at an appropriate time—should 
bring the choices he makes by order in council to those 
chief positions of the public administration in the province. 

Why should it not be extended? That is a question I 
leave dangling just for the people who have talked to us 
about how open a process this is. I think it would be fair 
enough for us all to say that while there is a whole series 
of qualified people on the opposition benches, very few of 
us would expect that the Premier of the day would choose 
opposition people before his or her own caucus members. 
We can understand that, but for me it still seems necessary 
that the opportunities for public administration which are 
presented to the chosen people who are brought by the 
Premier for executive council membership should also be 
reviewed. 

I would also like to ask some other questions, because I 
am very much interested in this whole process of open gov- 
emmment and having people available to be reviewed by the 
committee. I want to ask a series of three or four questions. 

For instance, what happens if a person comes in front 
of the committee on a day when we have a 10-minute 
discussion—10 minutes for the Liberal Party, 10 minutes 
for the Conservative Party and 10 minutes, in fairness, for 
the New Democratic Party? After having gone through 
some 30 minutes, which could be shortened, by the way, if 
the person chooses to make a statement or chooses to 
speak eloquently but at length, what happens if, after re- 
viewing the material, we find out that some of the material 
which is presented to us is false? There is nothing in here 
that allows the committee to develop a recall process. 
Where is the real power, therefore, to influence the person 
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to retain the direction that he or she says to the committee 
he or she will undertake? What perhaps would happen if 
this committee were given the opportunity to review the 
Hansard material and find out whether or not everything 
that was said during the questioning was actually what was 
true? That is an interesting question and maybe that ought 
to be followed. 

What can we do with respect to letters of reference 
which are received? As I understand, there have been only 
a couple of occasions in which letters have actually been 
received. One was a letter in support of a candidate, and 
there were three letters, at one point, against the appoint- 
ment of one person, Mr Eliesen, who of course was be- 
coming the leader of about a $6-billion corporation. I think 
that is right. I guess he is to become the chief executive 
officer of Ontario Hydro; a person, by the way, who is 
running such an important organization that we were al- 
lowed all of 20 minutes as a caucus—20 minutes here, 20 
minutes for the Tories, 20 minutes for the New Demo- 
crats—and he is in charge of what now has become a tool 
of economic development, useful for the government be- 
cause it allows it, through his agency and through his di- 
rection, to actually indirectly tax the people of the province 
when the Treasurer runs out of his taxing resolve. 


It seems to me that if people come in and say there is 
something wrong with this person, there should be leeway 
for the people in the committee to interview those individ- 
uals who are against the appointment. There should be an 
opportunity, for instance, to interview the people who are 
in favour of the appointment. That, for me, would provide 
a balance which I think would be significantly better and 
of value for the members when they ultimately come to 
make their choice by voting yea or nay. 


What happens if a person comes in front of the com- 
mittee and undertakes to do certain things, to carry out 
certain mandates that he believes are what he is required to 
do? What happens if a person comes in and says: “I have a 
duty to perform in relation to the ratepayers of Ontario 
Hydro as a director. I have an obligation of trust to protect 
those ratepayers against an increase of their rates beyond 
reason to do some other purpose”? 


What could happen if there is an undertaking that cer- 
tain policy movements should be taken on behalf of the 
colleges in the province, and that having never been done, 
the person continues to sit as the chairman of the board of 
tegents? Is there any obligation, if it is really this commit- 
tee which is making the appointment, to have those people 
return and report and also to make sure they comply with 
the undertakings they give to the members of the Legisla- 
tive Assembly? 

1710 

| Other questions come to mind: Having been appointed 
by this committee, if that is really what is happening, when 
will these people report to the committee? Will they be 
Tequired to report on an annual basis? Should they not 
come to report to the people who appointed them? Should 
they not tell us what they have done since the last time 
they appeared in front of the committee? Should people be 
challenged if they do not fulfil their mandate? 


If there is a real appointing power, or if there is a real 
ability to say something about people who are administer- 
ing the public purse, the public trust and the public policy, 
then those people have an obligation to come back to the 
source of the power. If we analyse exactly to whom those 
people are now reporting, we will find they report back to 
the minister, to the Premier or some other organization 
only remotely connected to the Legislative Assembly com- 
mittee supposedly empowered to appoint or not appoint 
them. If this process really works and if there is account- 
ability in the process, then they ought to come home to the 
committee and tell us what they have done since they last 
appeared. Why is that not allowed in here? 

I could go on for a long time and I apologize to my 
friend the member for Simcoe East who wishes to speak. I 
will wind up now. 

There is a whole series of questions that fall, once you 
get into the whole issue of open government, about the 
style of delivery of public policy, the style of public trust 
generated and to whom the obligations and duties are 
owed by the people who are appointed. That discussion 
has not been held in a way that is full enough for us to 
support these materials. It seems to me there are a tremen- 
dous number of problems left hanging, a whole series of 
issues about the manner in which the public of Ontario are 
to be administered, that prevents me from fully supporting 
the activities of the member for Sudbury East. 

It also comes to me that while all of these issues are 
swirling around us about the efficacy of this committee, 
the agenda for making this committee, its rules and regula- 
tions permanent is designed but one more time to put an 
end to the political fuss, to close the book on the discus- 
sion of philosophy of government with respect to boards, 
agencies and commissions and the openness of this gov- 
ernment as compared to any other. It is designed in a way, 
at this late date in the session, to bring closure to bear, to 
prevent a whole series of questions being asked over the 
summer. 

There was a suggestion made at one time that we con- 
sider this a little bit longer merely by extending the rules 
into the fall. I understand the resolve of the House leader 
to get this done and get one more item off the books, and I 
fully appreciate that she wishes to do that. Having done 
that now, though, it really behooves her to revisit, or to 
visit for the first time perhaps, some of the questions | 
have raised, and revisit some of the questions raised by the 
member for Ottawa South, the member for Ottawa East, 
the member for Etobicoke West and some of her own 
members who privately would say there are problems with 
the process when there are huge provincial corporations 
receiving new members to boards or new heads of their 
organizations. 

This is not a process that comes to an end now. When 
you are involved in public administration, either you keep 
pace with the changing world you live in or you quickly 
become irrelevant. This particular committee may very 
well be irrelevant before it gets started, but the discussion 
around the issues I have enumerated and around which my 
colleagues have spoken earlier are not irrelevant. Those ques- 
tions still will exist. The manner of public administration will 
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continue to exist for ever as far as I know, as far as I am 
able to foresee in the future anyway. Something will al- 
ways be done, it seems to me, designed to show that one 
government has done something better than the others. 
This process is not better. It is a real joke when you only 
look at 53 out of so many hundreds of people being ap- 
pointed by this organization. 

We will adjourn tomorrow and, happily, people will 
take a bit of time off. But I can assure the people watching 
that we will not be on holidays between now and October. 
We have a lot of committee work to be done. We have a 
whole series of jobs to do. Happily, however, we will be 
gone from this place, but the executive council never rests. 

If the executive council member is not here, there is a 
substitute who will sign the appointments that have been 
checkmarked off by Carol Phillips and by all the proper 
people in the ministry. A whole series of appointments will 
be generated for whom the 30-day period will not cause 
any jeopardy whatsoever, because in July and August 
those appointments are going to get out of here, taken 
away from a review by the committee in the interim and 
deemed to have been appointed. There will be a deemed 
report, in fact, to the chamber, which is not even sitting. 
That is another matter, but that is what these rules say. 

It seems to me, therefore, that there will be an increase 
in activity projected for a whole series of appointments 
which could cause us to be severely limited in the choices 
of people to be seen. All of those things are causing me 
problems, and all of these result in what would be viewed 
by a right-thinking person, a rational person like yourself, 
Madam Speaker, to say that this motion should be re- 
thought and at the very least should probably be amended 
when we come back here and look again at these rules in 
the fall. 


The Acting Speaker: Thank you to the honourable mem- 
ber for partaking in this debate, a right-thinking individual. 

Mr McLean: I will be brief, but I wanted to put a few 
things on the record with regard to the report of the stand- 
ing committee on government agencies that has reported 
on its activities and the dissenting report from both the 
Liberal Party and the Conservatives. 

I have been on this committee full-time since it was 
established, and have enjoyed my work when we dealt 
with agencies, boards and commissions, reviewing agen- 
cies. However, since we have been reviewing the appoint- 
ment process it has been a little bit different. The reality is, 
back on 10 December 1990 the Premier announced his 
government would be implementing new measures to en- 
sure greater fairness in appointments to government agen- 
cies, boards and commissions. The Premier at that time 
stated: “The public has a right to see appointments made 
by a fair process, a process the men and women of Ontario 
can trust. By ensuring public access to all details of ap- 
pointments and by peeling away some of the secrecy sur- 
rounding the process, I believe we can ensure fairer 
selection of the best possible candidates.” 

The Premier and his government have instituted a 
rather feeble attempt at this post-appointment process, be- 
cause the people should be aware it is not a selection from 


two or three for one individual; the selection process is 
done by the government and the ministry, and that one 
individual is then recommended. It goes then to the com- 
mittee, whereby it has the opportunity to interview and 
deal with that individual. 

So the process and the access to all details of appoint- 
ments have not been provided—I want to be clear about! 
that—nor have any of the shortcomings of the patronage 
system. It has not changed. The government avidly criti- 
cized for a long time the appointment process of previous 
administrations and we are still of the opinion that any 
governing party should have the opportunity to make its 
own appointments. We see nothing wrong with that. How- 
ever, I do not think the impression should be that there has 
been a hearing process whereby the best person is picked 
from the committee interviewing that individual, because 
that is not happening. 

I believe the money and time consumed to deal with 
these is a waste of taxpayers’ money, because of all the 
ones we have dealt with, not one member of the govern- 
ment has voted against any of them. The House leaders 
indicated they are all good candidates. That is fine; then 
make the appointments and be done with it. They should 
not have it go to a committee to try to indicate to the 
people of this province that they are open and fair and 
being dealt with in committee, because they are not. 
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So there are a lot of deficiencies in the process and 
those deficiencies are exactly as I have explained. They are 
recommended from the ministries or the Premier’s office. I 
think that is fair and I do not think a committee should 
have to deal with the background of individuals after they 
have been recommended, because no government ministry 
is going to recommend anybody unless it has thoroughly 
searched out the individual and knows the Persea is a good 
appointment. 

So I see no problem with their continuing to make their 
appointments. There are individuals in my riding who 
thought it was going to be great now that we have this 
great open process whereby people can write in and can 
apply for a position. That is still there. The process is 
there; they can do that. But the problem I have with the 
process is that the ministries themselves are going to make 
sure they pick the individual they want and, as I said be- 
fore, I see nothing wrong with that. I think that is fair. 

There have been some recommendations, Madam 
Speaker, in committee, as you are well aware. On many 
recommendations, the government members do not see 
eye to eye with the opposition parties and that is under- 
standable. I can accept that. However, if the process is 
going to remain the same as it is, I do not feel it is worth 
the amount of time and effort that is being spent on it. 

I indicated there has not been one recommendation that 
has not been accepted by all members of the governing 
side. So why come to the committee with the appoint- 
ment? The government should make the appointment and 
have it done. It should not give the people in the province 
the impression that it is open. A lot of people thought that 
three, four, five or 10 people would be in open competition 
and they would be looked at by the committee. It is not the 
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committee that deals with that, so the government should 
not try to fool the people that it is happening. It is not 
happening. 

I say to the government it should make the appoint- 
ments and continue the same as it has in the past. I would 
be quite happy to see it done that way because I feel that 
my time in committee is not being put to the best use that I 
would hope it would be. Dealing with the agencies, boards 
and commissions—like the food terminal, all these other 
boards—I feel that this is more beneficial. It is important 
that a lot of these agencies be called to look at the effi- 
ciency and the working of them. 

The Macaulay report that was authorized back in 1988 
by the previous administration has not fully been looked 
at. I see in the report here, where they indicate that further 
consideration would not add any useful purpose to the 
committee from that Macaulay report that was done. 

It simply says, in the report, that we were prepared to 
continue to co-operate to improve the process. We want to 
improve the process. I would like to see the process im- 
proved, but I do not see that happening and I am disap- 
pointed that we are not dealing with the Macaulay report in 
more depth to make sure that some of those recommenda- 
tions that were recommended in that report are put in 
place. I am hoping that it will come forward. 

I do not have much more to add other than the fact that 
I want my friends to realize that the process they thought 
was here is not here for open scrutiny of the people and the 
committee to deal with. It is a recommendation from the 
ministry and it is either accepted or rejected by the com- 
mittee and there has not been one that has been recom- 
mended that has not had the full support of the government 
members. 

So the process is there, but the process is also there to 
make those appointments and the government might as 
well go ahead and do them and forget about the committee 
and let the committee go on and do some more important 
business. 


Mr Mahoney: Is this going to be an apology? 


Mr Hayes: No, you do not apologize to someone 
when they do not do anything. So they cannot do anything 
wrong. 


Mr Mahoney: The only time you stand up is to apologize. 
Mr Hayes: And I am big enough to do that. 
Mr Mahoney: Also big enough not to take credit for it. 


Mr Hayes: Madam Speaker, one thing I do want to 
Say is that the members opposite are very fortunate that 
you are in the chair this evening, because I am sure you 
would not be putting up with a lot of this nonsense that is 
going on over there. Anyhow, Madam Chair, I would just 
like to— 


Mr Elston: Madam Speaker. 


Mr Hayes: Madam Speaker. Thank you very kindly. 
That is what happens when you do not speak too often, 
when you listen a lot. 

_ The member for Grey made a comment, and I can kind 
of sympathize with him a little bit, that he feels he really is 
not part of the process in making some of the decisions. I 


was here before, when the previous government was in 
charge of making appointments. If he feels frustrated today 
he should have been here before, because before, even the 
members of their own party, the members of the govern- 
ment, did not know who was being appointed and had no 
idea of the background or the expertise or knowledge the 
person had to deal with the various committees. 

I find this process is a real improvement from what has 
happened in the past. I think the important thing here is 
that even though the members opposite say we in the gov- 
ernment have not voted against any of the appointees, that 
does not say we will not be voting against any of them, 
because no one in this government told us how to vote. 
The fact of the matter is that something that is happening 
now is that the public is really seeing what is happening. 
The public has an idea of who these people are who are 
being appointed to the agencies, boards and commissions. 
The media are welcome to come in and they do come in 
and even interview some of the appointees and interview 
the members. 

Something else that is being done now is the ABCs, 
which is a book that is put together and put into the librar- 
ies and into the constituency. As a matter of fact, one of the 
appointees we dealt with this morning had found the infor- 
mation out on that certain committee and applied. The 
individual was not searched out by the government or any 
other members to say, “Come and put your name in for 
this committee.” 

So I just think what is really good here is that the 
committees have a right to see the résumé and even num- 
ber 6 on the proposals here, where it says: 

“Upon notice from the clerk of the committee that an 
intended appointment has been selected for review, the 
minister who recommended the appointment shall provide 
to the committee a copy of the intended appointee’s appli- 
cation, a copy of his or her résumé, a description of the 
responsibilities of the position, a detailed description of the 
candidate search process and a statement of the criteria by 
which the intended appointee was chosen.” 

Now if that is not open government, I do not know 
what is. I do not see anything secretive about that whatso- 
ever. There is all kinds of information that the members 
have, and if the members choose to vote their way—lI 
know some of the members of the official opposition did 
vote in favour of some of the appointees and I think I even 
saw one of the members from the third party put his hand 
up halfway there this morning. I think he felt that was a 
good candidate. 

I believe if the members opposite really wanted to be 
serious about this process they would see that it certainly is 
a breath of fresh air. People tell me we have a government 
that is open, a government that lets people know just what 
is going on. If this process is secretive—I do not know—I 
think the members are dreaming a little bit. I think they 
will see this as a great improvement and they will see more 
improvements in the future in this process and many other 
processes. 
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Mr Hope: It is a pleasure to stand before the House 
today to talk about this issue. I think it is really great to see 
such a proposal being put forward today in the process we 
have been using. Did members know there are dedicated 
people in my riding? These were dedicated people even 
before they searched out these positions that are available, 
who took the time, their own personal time, and some of 
them did have families too, to be actively involved in their 
community and understanding what is going on. 

Under the previous administration, whose members 
hold haloes over their heads, that information and under- 
standing when the appointments were coming up was not 
accessible to us. The only time they found out, I must add, 
was after the fact, after the appointment was made and 
they maybe went in front of the board or in front of the 
commission. Then they found out who was in that position. 

We have people with great knowledge out there in our 
communities who have been activists without pay. They 
were dedicated to what they were doing in their communi- 
ties. I start to wonder if the intentions of this government 
did not stimulate some conversation in the communities, 
because when I am sitting there in my office on the week- 
ends, dedicated to making sure I hear the viewpoints of my 
constituents and understanding their concerns, there are a 
lot more people now coming to see me about this, about 
possibilities of their obtaining positions and how they go 
about it. 

One of the fortunate parts of it is that they are people of 
all political colours. I have had people—and other mem- 
bers must have had it too—who come into the office and 
say: “Randy, I really never voted for you in the election, 
but the information I have presented to you today just 
shows I have a different philosophy. But I have been ac- 
tively involved. I do have a social conscience on this particu- 
lar issue.” It is one of the things that make them feel they are 
a part of this government—an active part in decision-making. 

The other important part is that, as the member for 
Essex-Kent clearly put out, previously members from our 
area and other areas probably did not know who was being 
appointed. They say this is a closed process. Unfortu- 
nately, I do not sit on the committee. Sometimes I wish I 
could, just to see what was really going on, but as we are 
dedicated to our jobs and understanding what is going on, 
quality time is an issue. They have an opportunity to see 
who is going to be holding the positions, possibly once the 
vote is conducted. They have the ability to understand, 
because one day they may have to go to that individual and 
consult with him on an issue. 

So when they say it is a closed process, this govern- 
ment has opened the in door, the out door, the side door. 
We even opened up the right-hand door a bit so they could 
come and see. 

When I listen to the arguments talking about quality 
time sitting in these committees, Madam Speaker, I know 
you are about as capable as I am, which is very capable. 


Some hon members: More. 


| 


Mr Hope: Oh, more? Okay, even more. I must add 
that one of the things they talk about is 10 minutes to 
interview an individual. 

Mr Hayes: They chose that, by the way. 


Mr Hope: I am being told by the member for Essex-| 
Kent that they chose that time frame. They have been so| 
used to making 10-minute speeches in here to get a ques- 
tion across, that is why they are having a hard time utiliz-| 
ing the proper 10 minutes allocated to them. Now most of, 
us can ask a question in 15 seconds. We can get a lot of, 
questions in and we will get a lot of knowledge from that’ 
individual. 

The other important issue they talk about is quality 
time, sitting on this committee. I must add that individuals 
themselves, when they are doing something, make it the 
most quality time they can. If you go in with a negative 
attitude, Madam Speaker—and I know you never walk 
into an issue with a negative attitude. It would never hap- 
pen. But if you walk in with a positive attitude to contrib-. 
ute to a process, there are a lot of good things that come. 
out of it—having these committee hearings and the com- 
mittee itself understanding the individuals who are being 
recommended and then appointed and understanding the 
philosophy in opening up the doors. 

A good thing about this that I heard today is that this 
document is now being put in our public libraries. I just 
wonder how many people actually go into that public li- 
brary, because I believe in my community and in the li- 
brary there. 


Mr Elston: The attendance is up. 


Mr Hope: The member for Bruce says the attendance 
is up. Do members know what? He is right. The atten- 
dance is up, because more people are going in. When they 
are looking at this book that talks about agencies and com- 
missions, they also take a little bit more time to scan 
through and look at the books and read the books. If we 
did a survey, we would probably find out that the member- 
ship in libraries has probably increased because more peo- 
ple are utilizing the libraries. 


Mr Hayes: Government openness. 


Mr Hope: It is a matter of government openness. We 
have opened up not just the doors of Queen’s Park to this 
issue of appointees. We have opened up the libraries. We 
have opened up their constitutency offices, which had 
probably never been opened all the years they had been in 
government. That is one of the values of it. 

Do members know what I feel very good about? Be- 
cause I do not sit on this committee, I feel very good that 
people are taking the time to come in and see in my con- 
stituency office. Do members know why? As I clearly in- 
dicated before, we get people of all different political 
colours who come into our offices. Some do not have 
political colours; they are neutral. 

Because of the propaganda that is being put out by the 
other side, the— 


Interjection. 
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Mr Hope: Okay, the slanted view of different issues, 
the budget and that, gives me an opportunity, because I 
take the time to talk to those people about those issues. 

I fully support this initiative that our government is 
putting forward. I think it is one of many that should be 
done across this great country. This is nothing new for this 
government. We said we are committed to opening it up. 
We are opening it up and we are making sure that we can 
get a broader viewpoint of people making applications to 
these jobs. I know they are going to serve this province 
well. I reflect on a member who has been appointed to the 
Liquor Control Board of Ontario with some little confron- 
tation. I know he is not a card-carrying member of this 
party. He used to be the member for Sarnia and he is a 
credible person. He has a lot of credibility in the Sarnia 
area. I am sure he will serve the province well on the 
liquor control board. 

There is a process in place, a credible process, and I 
know the people of Ontario feel good about it. Unfortu- 
nately, I wish the opposition would also feel good about it. 


Hon Miss Martel: I appreciate the participation of 
members in this debate. I have some comments I would 
like to make in response to what I have heard and to reiter- 
ate again the government’s position with respect to this 
matter. I will not respond to the comments made by all the 
members, but there were a few that struck that I feel I have 
to respond to. 

First, the member for Leeds-Grenville made a point, 
about a particular appointment to the WCAT, to which I 
take some offence. Fortunately, most of the afternoon was 
spent in very non-partisan debate, but he did make a par- 
ticular reference to the fact that one of the appointees and 
one of the people who came before the committee hap- 
pened to be a friend of one of the members of my staff in 
the House leader’s office. I am sorry he made that com- 
ment, because the fact of the matter is Nick McCombie is 
a very good member of the WCAT. He has served well as a 
worker representative and he will continue to do so. It was 
most unfortunate that, instead of talking about his qualifi- 
cations to that particular board, he would make reference 
to knowing a member of my staff. I felt badly about that, 
because otherwise I assume he is a good non-partisan 
Chair in that committee. 

1740 

__ Second, the member for Grey said he was there on 
several occasions when members voting on particular ap- 
pointees were not involved in the interview process. I will 
just take members back to the process on all committees in 
this place. We all sit through hearings, whether they are 
public or whether they are interviews from various minis- 
tries, talking about public accounts, etc, where there is a 
great deal of substituting in and out on those committees. 
That is a necessity in this place. People have other com- 
mitments. They sit on other committees. We all recognize 
that the roles and responsibilities of members mean they 
have to be as flexible as they can while still trying to 
assume those responsibilities. 

__ By the same token, I do not think that means the com- 
mittee members did not communicate to the people who 
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came in what the extent of those discussions was and that 
the government members themselves did not have infor- 
mation about the particular people who had been inter- 
viewed and did not have some good, solid ground upon 
which to base their vote. I just point out again that we all 
go through substituting in and out. That is not new or 
uncommon, but I certainly do not think it undermines the 
ability of individual members to make responsible deci- 
sions when they sit on each of those committees. 

Second, he also said he does not want to be part of a 
committee that may be blamed for bad appointments at the 
end of the day. I point out to all members that we all 
recognize that at the end of the day the government will be 
judged on the basis of the appointment and on what we do 
or do not do over the next four years. We all recognize 
that. I do not think it is very fair or reasonable to say that 
because particular members participate on that committee 
and participate in those appointments, they are going to be 


. held accountable at the end of the day. They will not. The 


Premier, the cabinet, this party and the government will be 
held accountable at the end of the day. We will receive 
credit for people who do a good job and we will receive 
condemnation for people who do not do a good job and 
may act in a foolish way. I think all of us recognize that. 

The member for Etobicoke West made a point again 
and again of stating that he sat in that committee and has 
not seen any government member vote against a particular 
appointment. I think I would make two points in this re- 
gard. First, I do think it speaks to the quality of the candi- 
dates the government is putting forward. We will all have 
to agree that because the process has been opened, because 
the information is now made available to the public, there 
are many more people applying. I really believe the gov- 
ernment is making a Serious effort to canvass the broadest 
possible number of the public in order to get good candi- 
dates coming forward. I do not think the comment he 
made with respect to the government members not having 
voted against a candidate is really relevant in this case. 

I think he forgot to point out, as the member for 
Dovercourt did, that he goes in there and votes against 
every appointment. I cannot believe there are not good, 
solid people coming before that committee who can fill a 
good role in the public service. I am certain he must have 
supported Andy Brandt’s particular appointment. I know 
our members did. I thought it was very appropriate that a 
former member of this House who had served the public 
well in public office should have an appointment to this 
government. I have no trouble with that at all. I also think 
that many, if not all, of the people coming before that 
committee have good, solid reputations and good creden- 
tials. At the end of the day they will make fine servants of 
the public and they will carry out good public policy in 
this province. 

A couple of questions were raised by the member for 
Bruce, and I will try to respond to them as best I can. He 
talked about the possibility of an appointee coming before 
the committee and making some particular comments, and 
when you checked in Hansard later you would find that 
those comments were not true or valid. To respond to that, 
what would we all do if someone did that before a hiring 
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team? That person would be fired or would not get the job. 
In the same way the government will be judged by ‘its 
appointments at the end of the day, if someone has come 
before the committee and willingly misled it, at the end of 
the day we are going to have to do something about that. I 
do not think it is appropriate if someone does that. I would 
certainly like to know if someone has done that. I think the 
government members themselves would be very embar- 
rassed about that and would not want to proceed with the 
appointment of someone who has willingly and knowingly 
come before the committee and lied to the members about 
his or her qualifications. 

Second, he asked what can be done with respect to 
letters of reference, etc, and pointed out again that we 
should have the opportunity to bring other people forward 
to talk about the candidate in question. I really worry about 
that particular process and what that would do with respect to 
people who want to come forward, but are quite concerned 
that people who do not want them to be appointed, not for 
reasons of their capability but because they hold a com- 
pletely different philosophical view about the world, would 
come and try to engage in perhaps a character assassination. 

I worry about the kind of message that sends out as we 
try to bring qualified, competent people in to do the busi- 
ness of the public and whether we will get those kinds of 
people coming forward because they might worry about 
that happening. I think we run a real risk there and that is 
why the government does not believe we should go that 
one step further and invite people to come. It has happened 
at the committee that people who have— 


Mr Elston: Should one dismiss that problem at the 
stage of review? 


Hon Miss Martel: No, but I think what has happened 
at the committee, and the member having sat on the com- 
mittee a couple of times will know that people who— 


The Deputy Speaker: Please address your remarks 
through the Chair. It is easier that way. 


Hon Miss Martel: I am sorry, Mr Speaker. 

People who have concerns have made them very clear 
to the members of the committee. In fact, during the ques- 
tioning of the particular appointees, a number of those 
people have raised questions about concerns raised by peo- 
ple from outside. I think there is a way to have that discus- 
sion. I do think there is a way for people to have their 
concerns raised, although they would go through the oppo- 
sition members. I have no problem with that, but I do have 
a real concern that if we start opening it up, we will lend 
ourselves to a process that is not really to talk about the 
qualifications of people, but to come and assassinate their 
character because people have a different philosophical 
view about where they are heading in the world. 

Third, he talked about the obligation of appointees to 
come back to the committee and report on what they had 
done. There are thousands of appointments that go on with 
this government. In fact, the committee itself will go 
through a good number, but not by any stretch of the imag- 
ination all of the thousands involved. At the end of the day 
this government will be accountable for what those ap- 
pointees do. If they go out and act foolishly in a way that is 


a complete embarrassment to the government, the gover) 
ment will suffer that; not the individual members of the 
committee, not the opposition members, but the Premier 
and this cabinet because we allowed that appointment to 
go through. I really believe there is a check with respect to 
the conduct of the people we appoint in this province. | 

If I might, I would just like to go through the recom- 
mendations made by the opposition members and reiterate 
why the government does not believe it can accommodate 
the particular requests. There was some comment on the 
recommendations. 

First, the opposition has requested that the committee 
obtain information on the candidates who applied for the 
positions but were not selected at the end of the day. 
Again, I do not think this agency should be considered as a 
hiring agency; it is not. The mandate of this particular 
committee is to deal with the appointments the govern- 
ment has put forward. I do not think it would serve much 
of a purpose to put to the committee all the candidates who 
applied and all of the qualifications because at the end of 
the day we may well turn off people who otherwise would 
have applied but did not want their interest known until a 
decision was made. 

I do not think there is a necessity to proceed along that 
route. We certainly have indicated, inasmuch as we can, 
that we will provide all the relevant information with re- 
spect to the candidates, their qualifications, a detailed anal- 
ysis of the search that was carried out and the criteria by 
which candidates were successful. I hope that at the end of 
the day we give committee members the comfort they 
need to determine that the persons are quite capable, com- 
petent and qualified to do the particular job we are asking 
them to do. 

Second, the opposition has requested that submissions 
be received from third parties with regard to the appropri- 
ateness of intended appointees. I think I have spoken suffi- 
ciently on that point to say again that we are very 
concerned about what that might lead to. We certainly 
think the public has an opportunity to express its concerns 
via members who can then ask questions of the candidates 
as they come before the committee. I think that is an ap- 
propriate mechanism and a way for that to occur. 

Third, some of the members of the opposition have 
asked for veto power over the particular appointment. I 
point out again that it is a matter of law that the Lieutenant 
Governor in Council, on the advice of the Premier, makes 
these particular appointments. At the end of the day the 
government will be responsible for the appointments it 
makes and we will be responsible for the conduct of those 
appointees. If they are wise, we will reap the benefits from 
them. If the appointees have been foolish choices, we will 
suffer from the condemnation, and I think that is the way it 
should be. 

At the end of the day this particular committee is not a 
hiring agency, as I said before; it is an agency whose man- 
date is to look at the appointments put forward by the 
government, comment on them and have access to the 
qualifications and criteria by which the appointees were 
actually nominated. I do not see that this will change. A 
number of members talked about the Macaulay report and 
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1 separate agency of the government to deal with ap- All those in favour will please say “aye.” 
ointees. I can only say at this point that very report is in All those opposed will please say “nay.” 
he hands of the Attorney General and the Chairman of In my opinion the ayes have it. 


Management Board and we may well move towards a sim- 
lar system, but at this point in time the government does 
Jot have an intention to proceed that way. 

The Deputy Speaker: Miss Martel has moved gov- 
smment notice of motion number 22. Is it the pleasure of 
he House that the motion carry? 


Motion agreed to. 
The House adjourned at 1752. 
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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


Thursday 27 June 1991 


The House met at 1000. 
Prayers. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 
PRIVATE MEMBERS’ PUBLIC BUSINESS 


LEGISLATIVE REFORM 


Mr Callahan moved resolution 18: 


That in the opinion of this House, the legislative pro- 
cess must be reformed to allow individual members the 
ability to vote for or against a measure as the majority of 
their electorate wishes, without it triggering a dissolution 
of the Legislature. It is also fundamental to a true demo- 
cratic process that every individual member have a mean- 
ingful opportunity to participate in the policy decisions of 
the Legislature and this House calls upon the government 
to reform the parliamentary process in a way which would 
make the contribution of all members more meaningful. 


The Deputy Speaker: Pursuant to standing order 
94(c)(i), the honourable member has 10 minutes for his 
presentation. 


Mr Callahan: First of all, I would like to say that 10 
minutes is hardly enough time to debate an issue as funda- 
mental and as important as this is to the continued respect 
that people of this province and, perhaps if it is taken up, 
other parliaments of this country have for the electoral 
process. I would hope that at some later stage there would 
be a full day or more devoted by this government to debat- 
ing this very important issue. 

I might also say that anything I am going to say in my 
remarks will not be partisan. It will refer to all govern- 
ments that have operated in this House. 


The interesting thing is that each one of us is elected by 
the people in our riding with great expectations. They an- 
ticipate that when we come down here to the Legislature, 
we will in fact be representing their views at all times. 


_ [think anyone who has been in a majority government 
recognizes that this is not the case. There were catcalls 
from your side when you were in opposition; there are 
catcalls from this side when in fact everyone is applauding 
and voting exactly the same way. It is almost like pushing 
the button on a cash register; sometimes it registers a sale 
Dut more often than not it is a no sale. 


‘= Suggest that this issue is as important as the constitu- 
tional issue. Interestingly enough, Mr Spicer’s report will 
be made public today. This issue is at the heart of the 
whole democratic process. For some reason, we have 
adopted a parliamentary process in this country that re- 
quires that party loyalty and party vote be the same on 
every occasion. I suggest to you that this does nothing but 
weaken the democratic process and in fact tells the person 
who has voted for the local member that he or she has 
absolutely no power here at Queen’s Park. 
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That is a bad message to be sending out to the public. 
In fact, there should be, as I said in my motion, a reform of 
this process allowing for greater participation. 


At the present time, we for some reason seem to think 
that if the party in power does not vote unanimously for a 
particular issue, the government will fall. That is not the 
case. In Great Britain for seven years, between April 1972 
and 1979, there were 65 defeats of government measures. 
In fact, in recent British history there have been defeats of 
financial matters where the government has not fallen either. 


In taking our parliamentary history from England, it is 
interesting as well to note that the purpose of the whip was 
not to handcuff people and bring them down and make 
them vote in a particular way. The purpose of the whip was 
to be a liaison between the private member and the minis- 
ter, and if the whip could not convince the private member 
that his or her views had been heard by the minister in 
formulating policy, that person would not show up for the 
vote. 


As you can see, we have a sort of aborted version of that 
which results in a situation that I am sure is recognized by 
people who watch a vote in this House on television. 


I suggest there are ways this could be reformed. In the 
Northwest Territories—and this would be the most abso- 
lute way—there are no party affiliations whatsoever. Peo- 
ple are elected at large, similar to a municipal election. At 
their first sitting in the House they choose their cabinet 
ministers and their leader and the Premier. If they are not 
happy with the cabinet ministers or the Premier some- 
where along the way, they can change them at any time. I 
suggest that this is true democracy. I do not expect we are 
going to move to that system this rapidly, but I do suggest 
to members one thing that could happen. 


In the processing of bills, as you know, we debate sec- 
ond reading in this House, which establishes the principle 
of the bill. Then when we go out to the committees and 
travel this beautiful province and spend taxpayers’ dollars 
to find out the views of interested Ontarians, because the 
principle of the bill is already in place, it is like going out 
and listening to nothing. None of their views will be taken 
into consideration in terms of amending that bill. We have 
all seen it happen. When it comes back to the committee 
and we go through it clause by clause, very few, if any, 
amendments are made to that bill. 


I suggest that if we change just this small thing, if 
instead of sending a bill out after second reading we send 
it out after first reading, before the principle of the bill is 
established—let it go to a committee, empower the com- 
mittees to travel the province, to take the views of the 
citizens, to take the views of their own constituents, entitle 
and empower them to introduce amendments to that bill— 
we may get a whole series of amendments from various 
party members on that committee, but the United States 
does not seem to have difficulty with that. What you do is 
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you give and you take and you come up with a bill that 
eventually is meaningful. 

At present what we have is a system of government 
which is really ruled by the cabinet and, in most cases, not 
even the cabinet but a select group in the cabinet and the 
civil service. If that is the totality of the ideas that we can 
put into place in public policy in this province, we are 
bankrupt and I am surprised that we have survived as well 
as we have. 

We are going into very bad times. Ontario is under a 
great deal of pressure constitutionally but also under pres- 
sure in terms of citizens of this community becoming very 
cynical about politics. So I suggest to you that this is a 
very important issue. It is as important as the constitutional 
issue on which we have about five committees travelling 
this country and taking the views of the electorate. I issue a 
challenge to the government of the day. If they are truly 
democratic, which is part of their name, they will establish 
a couple of days for us to debate this even further, perhaps 
to set up a Select committee to travel this province and 
gain the views of the electorate as to whether or not they 
would like to see the process changed. I issue that chal- 
lenge to this government. If it is not prepared to do it 
during its mandate, it is missing out on one of the most 
important items that we as elected people can expect. I 
know when I go back to my riding, I want to be able to tell 
my people that I took their very distinct views, their very 
distinct problems to Queen’s Park and had some ability to 
solve them. 
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I understand what the members opposite are going 
through. They have got a large majority. We call them 
clapping seals, and that is perhaps unfair, but in fact every 
one of them stands up on every measure that the govern- 
ment puts forward. Surely to heaven that cannot be be- 
cause the members opposite believe in every measure. It is 
because they are forced to do it. They are forced by perks 
that are within the power of the Premier’s office. That also 
has to stop. The powers that the Premier has to enforce a 
total vote have to be taken away. 

Members of this Legislature, when an election is 
called, are going to have to go back to their ridings and ask 
for the trust of their electorate. If all they can say to them 
is, “Every time the government put forward an issue, I 
stood up and voted for it,” they are going to have to defend 
those policies. Some of those policies are going to be con- 
trary to the beliefs of the people in their riding, and they 
are going to find it very difficult to establish those. 

The chicken way out, of course, is not to show up for 
the vote. I think that is an even bigger fraud on the public 
because these people have elected the honourable mem- 
bers and are paying their salaries to be here to deal with 
issues that are very important to them. 

I am going to reserve the last two minutes. I would like 
to hear the statements by other members of the House. I 
would like to reserve the last two minutes, or whatever I 
have left, for response. 


Mr McLean: I welcome the opportunity to comment 
briefly on this resolution brought forward by the member 


for Brampton South, a resolution that calls for a reform of 
the legislative process to allow individual members to vote 
for or against, as the majority of their electorate wishes, 
without triggering a dissolution of the Legislature. 

This resolution also notes that it is fundamental to a 
true democratic process that every individual member 
have a meaningful opportunity to participate in the policy 
decisions of this Legislature. It calls upon the government 
to reform the parliamentary process in a way which would 
make the contribution of all members more meaningful. 

I would like to assure the member for Brampton South 
that I support the spirit of this resolution because it would 
allow all elected members to exercise more fully their 
speaking and voting freedom in this Legislature. It would 
also ensure that elected members adopt a philosophy I 
have always embraced, which is to be accountable to the 
people who have so much faith in us that they elected us to 
represent them in this Legislature. 

However, I am puzzled about the source of this resolu- 
tion. I am curious because it has come from an opposition 
Liberal member, and I know the previous Liberal govern- 
ment would never have supported this resolution. I suspect 
the current NDP government will not support it either. 

That saddens me, because I remember a time when my 
party was in power and there was a proposal to close On- 
tario Hydro’s regional office in Orillia and shift operations 
to Bracebridge. I recall this event very clearly because I, as 
a member of the governing party, took on Ontario Hydro at 
a public meeting which was attended by over a thousand 
of my own constituents who were opposed to this move. 
Needless to say, Ontario Hydro still has a strong presence 
in the sunshine city, and I feel it was people representation 
that made that happen. 

I urge my colleagues here in the Legislature to give 
some serious thought to this resolution. Let us reform our 
process of democratic government and strengthen repre- 
sentative democracy here in Ontario. 

In many cases, issues are currently dealt with in a parti- 
san manner. It is my hope that by passing this resolution to 
reform the existing system, we will see some cross-party, 
issue-based coalitions formed that will deal with matters 
that are really relevant to our constituents. It would result 
in a true reflection of the views, the opinions and the con- 
cerns of the people who elected us to represent them. This is 
something I have sincerely tried to do since the people of 
Simcoe East first chose me to represent them back in 1981. 

As I said earlier, I support the spirit of this resolution. 
However, I do not think it goes quite far enough. I person- 
ally believe the processes for dealing with private 
members’ bills requires some reform. We all know that 
private members’ bills that do not have the active support 
of ministers will not go very far, even though they may 
have the overwhelming support of the people of Ontario or 
those in this elected assembly. Ministers prefer to draft 
their own legislation according to the cabinet’s will. 

It is a known fact that the current procedure for private 
members’ bills contains an implicit veto of the government 
House leader. This veto need not be explained or justified 
to elected representatives or to their constituents. For ex- 
ample, my private member’s Bill 37, an Act to provide for 
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the Licensing of Motor Boat Operators, was killed when 
the government members approved second reading and 
sent it to committee of the whole House rather than having 
it sent to the standing committee on resources develop- 
ment as I had requested. The government simply must fail 
to act. My private member’s bill, when they failed to act 
on it, will now die on the order paper because the govern- 
ment never brings forward legislation that is sent to the 
committee of the whole House. 

We have become so accustomed to the silent demise of 
private members’ bills that the people of Ontario just as- 
sume it is going to happen. I believe that by broadening 
and passing this resolution, the people of Ontario will ulti- 
mately emerge as the winners, because they will be able to 
participate through their elected members more directly 
and fully in the province’s democratic process. 

That is what the new party, the Reform Party, is saying: 
“Our members will have freedom of choice. They will be 
able to go and express their opinions and the views of their 
constituents in the House of Commons.” 

To me, that is what should happen here, what should 
happen in all legislatures, because I believe in those people 
of the majority. I can say that is the reason I am still here 
today. I was re-elected through two difficult elections be- 
cause I expressed the views of my constituents in this 
Legislature. I make it well known in my riding that I am 
available, that I will bring their views here. I have public 
meetings with my people, and the views that are brought to 
me are brought to this House. 

When you look at the functions of a backbencher in 
some of the material we have through legislative services, 
it indicates that the backbenchers’ duties are important, the 
opposition parties’ duties are important. I believe this reso- 
lution, if the government would see fit to implement it, 
proceed with it and have public hearings on it, would be of 
benefit to all of us. 

The problem is that cabinet ministers have legislation 
they want passed and members of that party must support 
it. The standing committee on government agencies has 
been reviewing appointments. We have seen a full comple- 
ment of the government party there. I have not ever seen 
one vote against any of the government’s recommenda- 
tions. We have seen members come in and interview them, 
sit and listen, and then new members come in the next day 
and vote for them without even knowing what took place 
in that interview. 

I support this resolution very strongly. It is my type of 
resolution. I am glad the member brought it forward. I 
compliment him for doing that. It allows us to have a good 
discussion of what a lot of us feel, but what the govern- 
ment members fail to do: listen to their constituents and 
bring those points of view here. 

_ I remember one time in committee where about 84% of 
the people who came before us were opposed to what the 
government was doing; 84% of those delegations were 
opposed to it, yet the government went ahead and did it. 
That, I believe, is where we have gone wrong in this de- 
mocracy, when we are not listening to the people and 
points of view of the people and expressing them and 
doing what the people of the province want. That is why 


we are today having the problem we have in all govern- 
ments with regard to the people, why they are upset and 
unhappy. 

I support this resolution very strongly. I know my col- 
league who will be speaking later will be indicating his 
views on it. I want to thank the member for Brampton 
South for bringing this forward. 
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Mr Drainville: It gives me great pleasure today to 
stand in this House and speak about the resolution that has 
been put forward by the member for Brampton South. 

It says in the resolution, “That in the opinion of this 
House, the legislative process must be reformed to allow 
individual members the ability to vote for or against a 
measure as the majority of their electorate wishes, without 
it triggering a dissolution of the Legislature.” Let me ad- 
dress that first. 

I have to say there is no question in my own mind that 
there is a need to be more responsive to the electorate in 
Ontario and indeed our own constituents. To that end, I 
agree there needs to be great reform. We have a system of 
party discipline in Canada and in Ontario which is one of 
the most extreme in the world in how it operates. I grant 
there are different approaches, different reasons they have 
this rule, but in Westminster in London, the Mother of 
Parliaments, we have a situation in which members of the 
government can vote against a government bill and still 
not bring down the government if the government bill 
falls. 

I think that understanding has to be brought here to this 
country. There has to be a means by which government 
members themselves can show they do not support a par- 
ticular government measure. The reason for that is two- 
fold. Not only is that responsiveness to the electorate, 
which I think has to fundamentally undergird any decision 
made by this Legislature, but I think also it indicates that 
the cabinet, the executive council, has to ensure that when 
a bill is going through the House it has the support of the 
House, which is in itself a fundamental principle of re- 
sponsible government, that the executive or the cabinet 
stands or falls by the will of the House. In that sense, 
rather than breaking down the system, it will be a reinforc- 
ing element to ensure that our democratic freedoms are 
maintained in this place if such a change were to take 
place. 

As I look at this, though, I would quibble with the 
words. I am going to support the resolution, but I want to 
deal with the words. It says in the resolution, “to allow 
individual members the ability to vote for or against a 
measure as the majority of their electorate wishes.” I spend 
a lot of time in my riding. I am there every weekend. I am 
going to functions, I am talking to people, I see people in 
my office, but at any given time I do not know what the 
majority of the electorate really feels on any particular bill 
or issue. I certainly have a sense of some people or some 
groups in the riding, but I cannot say I have an understand- 
ing of the majority of the electorate. 

We have to be realistic here, and we have a fine line to 
walk. On one hand, we have to be far more responsive 
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than we have been to the needs and the aspirations of our 
constituents, and it means we have to work very hard to 
understand what they are saying to us and to bring those 
needs and concerns here to this House. On the other hand, 
we still have the system of party discipline. It needs to be 
changed, but the reality is that even with changes we have 
party discipline. The government is putting forth a plat- 
form and saying, “This is the direction we want to go and 
we’re asking the people of this province to support us in 
that.” Understanding that there is that balance, we have to 
decide on reforms which will be constructive and helpful 
to maintaining that balance. Although we need to change, 
we need to keep that balance. 

I would like to speak about question period. I approach 
this issue with a great deal of trepidation, because any 
comment I make might be construed as a comment that 
would be very critical of the opposition, and I do not in- 
tend to be critical of the opposition. In fact, I intend to be 
critical of all members of the House, and I want that to be 
very Clearly understood by members of the opposition who 
are here today. 

Our question period has to change. To say this is a zoo 
during question period is the understatement of the year. It 
is not acceptable. I am ashamed at times to have constitu- 
ents of mine come into this House and see the kinds of 
behaviour that go on in this place. I say this about mem- 
bers on both sides of the House; I am not accusing the 
opposition. When someone is up speaking in the House, 
very often we are incapable of hearing it. 

That is in terms of the climate, and I just want to make 
that statement because I think it needs to be said. But in 
terms of the structure of Parliament and the ability in ques- 
tion period for the opposition to exercise its responsibili- 
ties in ensuring accountability on the part of the 
government, there needs to be a change in the standing 
rules here in the House, for instance, a time limit on the 
asking of questions and a time limit on the answering of 
questions. In asking questions, no matter who is on the 
other side of the House, whether it is our party in the past 
or the parties there now, what we see is that the preambles 
to questions go on and on and on, and basically they are 
preambles which naturally are inflammatory, because it is 
the opposition, whoever is there, and they are preambles 
that do not edify in the least and do not help the question 
in the least. They are made to make political points. That 
becomes a problem because it goes on and on and does not 
help in finding out the information or maintaining the ac- 
countability of the government. 

In terms of the response by ministers, whoever is on 
this side of the House, no matter what party, the responses 
tend to be long, maybe even at times to talk out the clock. 
They tend to be convoluted and they tend very often to 
deflect from the issue at hand. 

I am sure we cannot stop the members on either side of 
the House from couching their questions and responding to 
those questions in the particular way chosen by the people 
at that time, but what we can do, what is within our power, 
is to change the standing orders of the House to ensure that 
more people get up and ask questions, that there is a limit 
to the time taken to ask questions and a time limit to 


answer those questions, therefore providing opportunity 
for more members of the House to get into the act. The 
present system, whereby the leaders of the two opposition 
parties take up half the clock, to me is not acceptable 
because there are so many members in the House who 
have very legitimate concerns they want to bring to this 
House, having to do not only with the great issues of the 
day but the issues that affect in minute ways their constitu- 
ents and the needs and aspirations of those particular people. 

What I am saying is that in question period we have to 
have legitimate changes. 

The last point I want to bring up has to do with the 
standing committees of this Legislature. The present sys- 
tem we have does not work. It has to do with how the 
government brings in legislation for first reading and then 
after second reading, that is, agreement in principle, it goes 
out to committee. 

The reality, as we all know—again, whoever is on this 
side of the House as government—is that when a bill is put 
forth it has received agreement in principle and the chance 
of changing that bill in any substantive way is impossible. 
It just does not happen, and we know that by history, so we 
need to change that system. 

There are a couple of ways of changing the system, 
There are models out there that are worth looking at. For 
instance, I ask the members of the Legislature to think 
about the model in Quebec or the model they have in 
Sweden. In both cases we are looking at the bills going out 
at an earlier stage, at a stage when there is still some 
flexibility and the government is not tacking on its colours 
to that particular bill. It goes out into the community where 
hearings are held, where people are able to give their 
points of view, then it is brought back and it receives its 
formal crafting, then goes into the House to receive that 
agreement in principle. In my view we need to make sub- 
stantive changes to the way the standing committees operate. 
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Two other aspects about the standing committees: I 
believe the committees need more power. I believe the 
committees need the leeway to be able to make investiga- 
tions and pursue the lines they believe are important. Pres- 
ently the system for funding those committees is through 
the Board of Internal Economy. That needs to be changed. 
There needs to be a budget which is a lump sum, global 
budget, given to the committees of the Legislature and, 
within that framework, they need to be given the opportu- 
nity to decide their agenda and their direction. It is by 
doing that that we can ensure, again, that there is good 
input in all the legislation that is brought to this House. So 
we need to see those kinds of changes. 


It is my pleasure to support this resolution. It is my 
pleasure to serve in this place, but it is my duty to repre- 
sent the people of Victoria-Haliburton and to ensure that 
the work we do here is not only edifying to the members 
so that they can do the work they need to do, but that we 
begin to give the kind of leadership people in Ontario are 
expecting of us. If we begin to make these changes we will 
see a Legislature which not only functions well but does 
everyone proud. 
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Mr Cordiano: I am very pleased to rise and speak to 
the resolution brought forward by my colleague the mem- 
ber for Brampton South. I happen to believe, along with 
my colleagues who spoke on this at this time, that this is 
perhaps the most fundamental issue we face with respect 
to the House and its workings. 

I believe the time has come for fundamental reforms. 
We had a period of reforms prior to this. We did some 
tinkering with the role that members would follow and 
pursue in this House, but I think fundamental change is 
required here. We need to.do that in order to become more 
accountable, in order to become more responsive to the 
needs of our constituents. 

There was a clear message sent in the last election. At 
least to me it was rather clear. What people said was that 
they wanted a minority government, and that was a very 
clear signal at door after door and I got this over and over 
again, and I would venture to guess that a lot of members 
heard that. I think it is a crying out for greater representa- 
tion in this House on the part of individual members who 
would then be more responsive to the needs of their con- 
stituents, who would perhaps at times bring forward alter- 
native views on a variety of issues, the great issues of the 
day which are rather controversial, and have been. We 
have dealt with a number of them over the period of time I 
have been a member of this Legislature. They cannot be 
given full expression, not when members are shackled by 
the constraints of partisan party politics. It is rather diffi- 
cult to do without paying a supreme price here as a member. 

As we are Set up in the party system in this Legislature 
it is rather difficult to have that freedom of expression, as I 
say, without the consequences that go along with it, not 
because you are going to lose your seat and not because 
you are going to be ousted from your party, but oftentimes 
you will be an outcast. You will be on the fringes, and I do 
not think that is the price members should have to pay for 
disagreeing with the party line. On the contrary, I think we 
have to reward the kind of independence and individuality 
and creativity that all of us can bring to this Legislature, 
that all of us can offer in terms of crafting legislation and 
bringing forward alternative views, better views perhaps, 
that would bring about better legislation. 

I want to deal with a number of issues which were 

brought up by previous speakers. I think standing commit- 
tees are the route by which members can be empowered. 
The standing committees of the Legislature must be given 
that independence that the previous speaker, my colleague 
the member for Victoria-Haliburton, spoke so well about. 
Standing committees ought to be given free rein with re- 
spect to financial setup. The budgeting of those commit- 
tees must be given consideration on an independent level 
or on an independent format. Allowing committees to set 
their own agendas and have the funds to do it with would 
allow them the freedom and flexibility that is required to 
make this place more effective. 
In addition to that, standing committees being able to 
deal with legislation before it is brought to second reading 
is a good thing and an essential thing if we are going to 
bring about the necessary reforms we are talking to here 
today. 
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With respect to the whipping that takes place in each of 
our parties, I think the British model is something we 
should look to. As my colleague the member for Brampton 
South, who brought this resolution forward, mentioned 
earlier, we should set up a select committee to look into 
these matters further. It requires further study. None of us 
here today would suggest that we have all the answers on 
the way in which this could work most effectively. By 
working together, all members on a select committee 
would be given the opportunity to examine the best alter- 
native in the end that would make sense. 

But this must be a non-partisan approach that we must 
take in order to bring about these fundamental reforms. 
Nothing is going to happen with respect to balance, which 
the previous speaker, the member for Victoria-Haliburton, 
spoke about. The scales are tipped right now in favour of 
the cabinet, in favour of the executive branch of the Legis- 
lature. It is inevitable that the executive branch will exer- 
cise its authority. It has to in order to function in the way 
we are set up in this House. But we have to separate, to a 
greater extent than we have currently, the executive branch 
from the legislative branch. That is essentially what we are 
talking about here today. We do not have that separation. 
We do not have that arm’s-length approach that is required. 
The balance is not there; it is far from it. 

The previous speaker spoke to decorum and the antics, 
the charades perhaps, that take place in question period. I 
would agree that the decorum of the House is important 
because we are watched on a daily basis by the public. I 
think we should be a model for other public institutions 
that carry on public business. That certainly has not been 
the case in this House, but members must remember this is 
a highly charged political place with radically different 
views on either side of the House. All three parties have 
different views. We see that now; we see there are perhaps 
three divergent opinions on a number of issues. I do not 
think that is going to change. I think people bring to this 
place their heartfelt principles and deal with those in a very 
partisan way. I do not have a problem with that. 

The way people comport themselves in this House is 
another story. I think it behooves all of us to deal with that 
on an individual, personal basis, but with respect to this 
resolution that is a side issue, quite frankly. It is important 
to deal with time limitations on members, for all members 
to have an opportunity to ask questions. I agree with that. 

I am running out of time and I would like to give my 
colleague his due so I am going to sit down. But this, I 
believe, is of fundamental importance and I call on all 
members to support this resolution and to move forward 
with it and to encourage those of our party colleagues who 
perhaps have the reins of power to deal with this resolution 
and bring it to their caucuses. 
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Mr Arnott: I am very pleased to rise today to speak to 
private member’s notice of motion 18, sponsored by the 
member for Brampton South: 

“That, in the opinion of this House, the legislative pro- 
cess must be reformed to allow individual members the 
ability to vote for or against a measure as the majority of 
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their electorate wishes, without it triggering a dissolution 
of the Legislature.” Then it goes on. 

I would like to compliment the member for Brampton 
South for this initiative. I have tried to capture something 
of the same line of thought within my own private 
member’s ballot item, Bill 111, An Act to amend the Leg- 
islative Assembly Act. I will briefly speak about what 
mine will do when it comes for second reading. 

I hope to amend the oath of office members of the 
Legislature take so that right in the wording of the oath it 
will be that we represent our constituents to the best of our 
ability within the confines of our conscience. That is a very 
important measure we must take in this Legislature and 
indeed all the legislatures and in the House of Commons. I 
think it has been lacking. As has been said by other speak- 
ers in this debate, the executive branch does have too 
much power. Our system is set up such that the parties’ 
leadership can dictate to a large extent how all of us act 
and comport ourselves. 

I think all of us come here initially with a great deal of 
ambition to represent our people. All of us attempt to do 
that. I certainly have tried as best I can to voice the views 
of my constituents in this House and in caucus. I came 
here, and probably others might feel this way as well, with 
some measure of naiveté about how the process works. 
There are times when forces restrict our ability to speak 
publicly on behalf of our constituents in spite of our best 
efforts. 


We all have the freedom to speak freely in caucus. I 
hope the other two caucuses are as lively and spirited as 
ours. There is a lot of passion in our caucus when mem- 
bers try to bring forward the views of their constituents 
and that is very important, but the public does not see that 
and the public has to see what is going on. If we can get 
that sort of exchange going in the public’s eye, they would 
have a lot more respect for the process, for the structures 
of government and for the members of the Legislature 
themselves. 

So I think it is absolutely imperative that all three par- 
ties support this initiative today, because we have to send a 
message to the executive branch of all governments that 
the private members need more power to speak in favour 
of their constituents without that sort of restrictive frame- 
work. 


I was heartened to see in the last federal government 
throne speech of a few weeks ago some lipservice to the 
fact that all members of the House of Commons would be 
given more ability to speak on behalf of their constituents, 
more ability to vote the way their constituents wish. I wish 
I could say I am confident that is going to occur in the 
federal House, because I do not think it is. Given the 
things that have happened in Ottawa in the last little while, 
I have been very disappointed with a lot of the initiatives 
coming forward there and I just cannot see it. But we in 
our own place have an opportunity to try and push for this 
and I hope that all members do. 

I am disappointed that the media is substantially not 
here on private members’ hour, because I think a lot of 
views come forward. If some of the things that happen 


here were reported more, the public’s perception of and 
respect for this place would be enhanced considerably. 

When I was first elected to come here and the Leader 
of the Opposition, the member for Brant-Haldimand, gave 
a very eloquent response to the speech from the throne 
back last fall and there was no media here, I was surprised. 
They left after question period and I was stunned by that, 
because I was sitting here listening to the Leader of the 
Opposition, the member who has been here for 29 years, I 
guess it is, and the respect that I have for him and the 
enjoyment that his speech gave me, and the media was not 
here. I find that shocking and I do not quite understand it. 

I think the media tends to distort some of the things we 
do here. If a member does speak against his own party or 
his own party leader, the media explodes it as a sign of 
weakness in the party and it is not the case. The media has 
a big role to play in changing this perception. 

The member for Lawrence talked about the call in the 
last election for a minority government. I heard that con- 
stantly at the door and I think that was one of the reasons 
some people supported me, because they did not want a 
majority government and they wanted an opposition mem- 
ber to be sent from Wellington. 

As it turned out, we did not get the government we all 
thought we were going to get. We did not get a minority 
government either. We have not got a minority government 
in Ottawa. In spite of the fact that 39% of the Ontario 
public voted for the NDP, we have a majority NDP gov- 
ernment, and in Ottawa we have a majority federal govern- 
ment, a Conservative government naturally, and it did not 
get a plurality of the popular vote in total. 

So I think there is a lot of room for this sort of initia- 
tive and I want to once again compliment the member for 
Brampton South for this and urge all members of the 
House to support it. 


Mr Mills: It is a pleasure to rise here this morning and 
speak to the resolution of the member for Brampton South. 
I know that he speaks passionately on this issue. I am just 
wondering why he was not so passionate about the issue 
when his party formed the government with such a mas- 
sive majority that they could have done something about 
this. 

I find interesting the comments from the third party 
members who support it. I would just like to remind the 
member for Simcoe East, whom I respect a very great 
deal, that when he says he is quick to speak out for his 
constituents, I think most of us here are, in one form or 
another. I suspect that when the honourable member for 
Simcoe East was a member of the Conservative govern- 
ment, in those days he was marching to the tune of a 
different drummer. 

I mailed out 50,000 questionnaires to my constituency 
just recently, asking their opinion and what they thought 
about the current situation. I must say that the answers 
about how I could represent them best were just unbeliev- 
able. They covered the whole spectrum of reducing taxes 
and making beer cheaper and making cigarettes cheaper. If 
we are trying to represent our constituencies here on that 
sort of a basis, I think it is rather impossible. I think we 
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have to go along with the basis of why we were elected 
and the party that was elected. 

Everybody out there knows the philosophy of the party 
we belong to, and they know the position we take on a 
number of issues. I think when they cast their ballot they 
are fully aware of what the people and the party represent. 
To say that you come here to change the point of view of 
the government of the day I do not think is practical and I 
do not think it is possible. It is enough just on Thursdays 
when we have private members’ bills, the variety of the 
bills that come up. If that were the process in this House, 
we would have so many ideas and thoughts before this 
House that I doubt very much we would get anything done 
at all. 

As for taking up issues for constituents, I think there is 
a good forum here for taking up the positions of constitu- 
ents, and I do it constantly. I go to the minister involved 
and lobby him; I go to the departments and speak very 
forcibly for my constituents. I think the answers that get 
back and the things that we do in the government for our 
constituents are not necessarily public knowledge, only to 
those people who are here who know about them. 

As far as being here in the government, I think we are 
here to represent the policies of the government that we 
were elected to pursue, and I am very pleased to be able to 
do that. 

I support the spirit of the resolution to a degree, but I 
am afraid I cannot support it based on the fact that I think 
people know and expect people to respect the party and the 
philosophy of that party they elected. 
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Mr Henderson: This is an outrageous debate. It is 
outrageous because we should not need to be having it. 

Four and a half years ago, this Legislature almost 
unanimously adopted a resolution of mine which urged 
that private members should vote more freely in this 
House, because government does not become unworkable 
and the legislative process does not grind to a halt when 
private members really do debate and decide on matters of 
public policy. 

It is now four and a half years since this Legislature 
almost unanimously asked the standing committee on the 
Legislative Assembly to change the way we operate and to 
report back to the House about ways of achieving signifi- 
cant changes. What is shocking is that four and a half years 
after this Legislature almost unanimously and very clearly 
expressed its views on the subject, we are here today vot- 
‘ing and debating on very much the same matter. That 
somehow proves the point. If proof is needed of the need 
for legislative process reform, the very fact that we are 
today doing it all over again shows that something is 
seriously amiss. 
| I know that voices are occasionally raised in opposition 
to reformist views. There are those who argue that respon- 
sible government in the British parliamentary tradition de- 
pends on caucus unanimity. Those voices argue that our 
legislative process will fail and government will become 
unworkable if authorities cannot command the loyalty of 
elected members. 


2377 


Analogous arguments may have been made, I suspect, 
against the Magna Carta and probably against the very 
conception of democracy thousands of years ago. But what 
kind of democracy argues against legislators’ freedom to 
speak and vote? What kind of democracy do we have if 
elected representatives of the people do not have the pre- 
rogative to balance the views of their constituents against 
personal conscience and against the position of a party in 
their legislative role? What kind of democracy and what 
kind of leadership do we have if a party leader has to order 
his caucus to follow his or her lead? A few members will 
recall Bill 94, the extra billing debate, when I shocked and 
upset some of my caucus colleagues by arguing for a mid- 
dle ground and by speaking—although, incidentally, not 
by voting—at variance with the official caucus view. 

I went to Montreal for some advice back then and I 
spent three quarters of an hour with Pierre Trudeau in his 
office, agonizing about what I should do in that, for me, 
very difficult situation. Trudeau’s observations were crys- 
tal clear. In fact, I think he hardly even saw an issue. He 
told me that as an elected representative I should follow 
the dictates of my conscience, and that was that. I told him 
of my concern for the reaction in my party and he dis- 
missed that with a wave of his hand and a simple observa- 
tion that the party would sooner or later respect me for 
what I was doing. His advice was so very different from 
what I was hearing around Queen’s Park from all but a 
very few of my legislative colleagues that I asked him 
whether he would have given me the same advice were I a 
member of a caucus of which he was the current leader. He 
replied without a moment’s hesitation that he would, and 
he listed a dozen examples of individuals who had voted 
independently during his leadership. Then he added a sub- 
stantial list of them that he had subsequently appointed to 
cabinet. 

For me, Trudeau’s attitude was the attitude of a true 
political leader and statesman. That is the kind of leader- 
ship that attracts support and does not need to command it. 
That is the kind of leadership that we should be endeav- 
ouring to enshrine in our reform of the legislative process. 
I wish I could ask Pierre Trudeau now what kinds of re- 
forms, in his view, would bring Canadian legislative prac- 
tice in line with those clear and unequivocal views that he 
expressed in 1987. 

It should not depend on the whim of a particular leader 
to allow the members of a caucus to state their point of 
view. That is what we are elected for; that is just the way it 
ought to be. While I am shocked at the necessity to have 
this debate again today, I am also delighted that we are 
doing it, for reform has come of age in Ontario and Cana- 
dian politics. In 1987 I was regarded as, at best, a maver- 
ick, for the views that I uttered on behalf of private 
members’ speaking and voting freedom, let alone for doing 
it. Somehow in 1991, the worm has turned and we are all 
talking about reform of legislative process in Canada. 

Let’s go back to the drawing board and decide what 
really makes sense in a Canadian context. Let’s ensure that 
representative democracy really is representative democ- 
racy. Let’s remind ourselves of the travesty of democratic 
process when apparent unanimity is based on enforced 
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groupthink. Let us remind ourselves that legislators doing 
as they are told are not involved in democratic govern- 
ment. Let us remind ourselves that discipline that does not 
respect rational evaluation and discussion of alternatives in 
our assembly is not discipline at all in a democracy, and 
that agreement is not agreement if not freely given. 

Let us remind ourselves that reasoned voices of con- 
structive dissent are a matter for caucus pride, not a matter 
for embarrassment. Very clearly, governments do not fall 
and legislatures do not become unworkable when the execu- 
tive bows to the wishes of the House on a wide variety of 
legislative matters and under a wide variety of circumstances. 

We must restore the autonomy and authority of private 
members. If I have any criticism of this resolution, it 
would be that it does not go far enough. In my opinion, 
there is much more that we should do. We should expand 
the authority and freedom of committees, tenure their 
members, much reduce the influence of party whips in 
committees and ensure that voices of real democracy are 
brought to bear on committee work. 

We should look very carefully at my own Bill 21, An 
Act to establish a Committee respecting the Direct Elec- 
tion of the Premier. That bill proposes consideration of a 
fixed term of office, general elections at specified intervals 
and freedom of electors to vote for a personal representa- 
tive as well as for a leader of a government. 

I invite my legislative colleagues to join with me in 
reaffirming our commitment to representative democracy 
and to show that free speech lives and thrives with Ontario 
legislators of all three parties. 


Mr Callahan: I want to thank members of the Legis- 
lature for speaking as they have. I would like to indicate to 
the member for Durham East, who is a good friend, that 
we can see the passion—that both of the gentlemen who 
spoke on my bill were very much involved in trying to 
reform this process, as were many members of our caucus. 
This is not something that has just arisen since the mem- 
bers opposite came into government. 

I can tell them that Bill 111, which the member for 
Wellington brings and which would require us, in our oath, 
to represent the constituents in our riding to the best of our 
ability and the best of our conscience, should hardly be 
required. If as we start the legislative day in this chamber 
each occasion that the House is sitting, if truly when we 
are speaking the opening prayer we know what we are 
saying and we believe what we are saying, there is no need 
for Bill 111. In fact, we are sworn by this to do it. I would 
like to read it to you because I think it is something that 
each and every member should reflect on: 

“Give to each member of this Legislature a strong and 
abiding sense of the great responsibilities laid upon us. 
Guide us here in our deliberations. Give us a deep and 
thorough understanding of the needs of the people we 
serve. Help us to use power wisely and well. Inspire us to 
decisions which establish and maintain a land of prosperity 
and righteousness where freedom prevails and where jus- 
tice rules. Amen.” 

If we truly believe those words and if we wish to main- 
tain democracy and represent our electorate in the fashion 
that they have given us by way of trust—if these words 
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mean something—I suggest there should be a unanimous 
decision to support this motion. In fact, the government 
should take the opportunity to either put a select commit- 
tee in place or at least have a full day or two of debate in 


this House on the question of reform. | 
1100 | 


HIGHWAY TRAFFIC AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LE CODE DE LA ROUTE | 


Mrs Cunningham moved second reading of Bill 124, 
An Act to amend the Highway Traffic Act. 

M™¢ Cunningham propose la deuxiéme lecture du pro- 
jet de loi 124, Loi portant modification du Code de la 
route. 


Mrs Cunningham: Naturally I am very supportive of 
the legislation that we find necessary to present before this 
House today. I very much appreciate the members being 
present and the interest they have shown over the last few 
weeks and months with regard to legislation that will make 
it mandatory for people to wear helmets when they are 
riding bicycles. 

This bill is a very simple amendment to the Highway 
Traffic Act and adds the word “bicycle.” What we are 
saying to people is, “You are now wearing helmets when 
you are riding on our highways on motorized vehicles such 
as motorbikes and motorcycles, and now, although education 
has been important, it has come to our attention that the 
Statistics are so significant with regard to injuries, especially 
head injuries, that we are presenting this motion today.” 

I would like to begin by thanking the members of the 
Ontario Head Injury Association who are visiting today in 
the members’ gallery, with special attention to Debbie 
Kerslake who is in the Speaker’s gallery. I would like to 
also thank Dr Brian Morris, a physician from Barrie and a 
member of the Coalition for Head Injury Prevention in 
Barrie, and Laura Spence and Dr David Wesson, both from 
the Hospital for Sick Children and members of the 
Kiwanis injury prevention and research program, as well 
as Sarah Hood, who has given information to us from the 
Toronto City Cycling Committee, Chris Anerchek from the 
Ontario Nurses’ Association, and Richard Greco for the 
Head Injury Association of Toronto. All of these people 
have not only assisted me in my work over the last few 
years but, of course, have assisted the citizens of Ontario 
and especially children when it comes to the prevention of 
serious injury due to the fact that people are not wearing 
bicycle helmets. 

As we know, the riding of bicycles in urban Canada is 
increasingly popular with regard to sport, leisure and trans- 
portation. It happens to be Canada’s favourite summer rec- 
reation and the second most popular year-round activity. 
Regrettably, the trend has been accompanied by a dramatic 
increase in the number of bicycle-related injuries, particu- 
larly among children and adults, and for this reason we are 
presenting my private member’s Bill 124, An Act to 
amend the Highway Traffic Act. 

Each year in Canada, more than 5,000 children will be 
seriously injured and more than 60 children will die in 
bicycle accidents, most from head injuries. Bicyclists with 
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helmets have an 85% reduction in the risk of a head injury 
and an 88% reduction in the risk of a brain injury. Al- 
though 93% of children six to 16 years old ride a bicycle, 
only 2% to 3% wear helmets. The Canadian Paediatric 


‘Society strongly endorses wearing a helmet while cycling. 


In spite of all of this, a study at Children’s Hospital of 


Eastern Ontario in 1988 found that even after an accident, 


few children wear them. Of 517 children admitted to emer- 
gency that summer following a bicycle accident, approxi- 


mately 100 had head injuries and were admitted to the 


hospital. As a parent, I was shocked to learn that of the 517 


youngsters only 13% owned helmets but, even more 
_ shocking, only 2.5% wore them. 


A bicycle helmet, as we all know—it has been 
proven—is the most important single piece of equipment 
for reducing the incidence of serious head injury. Physi- 
cians, health care workers and family members are too 


familiar with the immediate and long-term effects of head 


injuries. Apart from the tragedy of death, many victims 
who survive with brain injuries also suffer from physical 
disabilities, seizures, intellectual and memory impairment 
and personality changes. Their lives and those of their 
families are changed for ever. 

Physicians, the Ontario Head Injury Association and 
the Ministry of Transportation all want to heighten the 


public awareness of the benefits of wearing an approved 


safety helmet when riding a bicycle. I commend all of 


them for their present and past bicycle safety campaigns. 
_ We know they must continue, with or without legislation. 


The most important prevention of injury is the tool of 


education. 


The Minister of Transportation has recently announced 


_ public meetings to give motorists, cyclists and pedestrians 


a chance to express their comments on the ministry’s cur- 


tent bicycle policy review. It begins today in Ottawa. I 


thought, “How timely.” I am certain the minister will seri- 
ously consider the public’s recommendations. I should also 


say they will be meeting in London and other cities 


throughout the summer, and I urge the members of this 
Legislative Assembly and people listening to us today to 
find out exactly when those hearings will take place. It 
takes all of us working together to make good legislation 


_and good rules in this province for our citizens. 


There is another young man we are all indebted to, a 


_head-injured young man—by the way, when he was only 


| 


10 years old, riding his own bicycle. He could not come 
today, he is so busy helping out. His name is Jeremy 
Rempel, and just yesterday he was in St Catharines to 


_ support Project Headgear. The official opening was in St 


Catharines, and it was the Niagara launch. I am sure it will 


_be happening all over Ontario. The two goals are, first, to 


promote awareness of the dangers of riding a bicycle with- 
out a helmet and, second, to promote the wearing of helmets. 
At this time, as a person who is always speaking 


| against legislation that permeates our lives as citizens, | 


find myself, given the statistics I have just introduced to 


_ this debate today, saying we have to go a step further. An 


_ example of preventive medicine, I would think, is to sup- 


_ port our private member’s bill today. A bike helmet cannot 
_keep someone from falling off a bike, but it can prevent 


the majority of head injuries. We know how much 
seatbelts have helped us deter injuries and deaths. Also, 
our role models for our young children are football and 
hockey players, police and construction workers, who all 
think it important to keep their heads safe. 

As a matter of fact, here in Toronto the city police have 
a force of cyclists, as we do in London, Ontario. I thought 
it would be important to show the House today some pic- 
tures of the helmets being worn by 12 members of the city 
police in London, of which I and my colleague sitting 
across from me, the member for London South, are very 
proud. We like being from a city that shows leadership, 
and here we are today once again. After a conversation 
with the chief of police, Mr Shipley, he said he would not 
even consider putting officers on the street without a hel- 
met. We have made a lot of progress in the last two or 
three years with respect to the acceptance of this piece of 
legislation, I am sure. 

I would like to tell parents it is important that they not 
only encourage their children to wear helmets but that they 
show them how to wear them. I would also like to let my 
colleagues know there are approximately seven companies 
that manufacture CSA approved helmets in various sizes. 
In fact, Leader helmets, manufactured in Montreal, have 
standards which are apparently higher than the CSA stan- 
dard. So we have lots of choices. I can go into detail about 
that afterwards if the members so request. 

In Hamilton, the Earl Kitchener Parent-Teacher Asso- 
ciation just last week ran a special program so that helmets 
could be made affordable to the students in that school. I 
think that is good leadership in our province. In fact, they 
have a special program so the students can buy them very 
inexpensively, and some will receive them for nothing. 

Also, Sandoz Triaminic is sponsoring a special offer to 
encourage the wearing of bicycle helmets. If members 
have an opportunity to read this pamphlet, we would all 
appreciate it. Family doctors and paediatricians have dis- 
tributed some 23,000 of these brochures. We have to say 
hats off to people who are involved in family medicine in 
the prevention of head injury, because they have done a 
wonderful job. There is a toll-free number here. Yesterday 
I was informed by Dr Morris that over 4,000 helmets have 
been ordered in the first three weeks of this campaign. I 
think that is good news for our province. 

I am very aware of the problems with enforcement. If I 
am given more time today during this speech, I will talk 
about the enforcement practices in Australia and in the 
state of New Jersey. I understand that the reason for asking 
this to be referred to committee is so that we can come up 
with some good ideas and practicable ones around the idea 
of enforcement. 
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Mr Wessenger: I am very pleased to be able to speak 
in support of this legislation. First, I would like to ac- 
knowledge Dr Brian Morris, who is a constituent of mine 
and who also happens to be my family doctor, for making 
me aware of the extent of this problem with respect to head 
injuries. Also, I would like to acknowledge the assistance of 
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the local head injury association in making me aware of 
the extent of this problem. 

Accidents are the leading cause of loss of life before 
the age of 65 in our society. This statistic is from the US 
National Centers for Health. In the past, we have taken 
legislative steps to prevent injuries in the accident area. We 
have seatbelt legislation, we have child-proof medicine 
containers, we have bars or restraints on upper-storey win- 
dows and we have the requirement for wearing helmets 
while riding motorized vehicles. This legislation adds the 
bicycle helmet use to legislative requirements. 

Head injuries account for over 60 deaths per year and 
over 5,000 children seriously injured. In terms of percent- 
age, 14% of all children’s injury deaths are attributable to 
bicycle accidents. That is a high percentage, so we must 
address this problem. 

And look at the human cost of head injuries: first, the 
loss of life and, second, the loss of quality of life for indi- 
viduals suffering head injuries and the effect on their fami- 
lies. There is no effective treatment for brain-damage 
injuries. From a preventive health care position, it is very 
important that we do everything we can to prevent these 
types of injuries, for the individuals involved and their 
families and, second, for the effect on the health care system. 

In my community, Dr Morris has worked very exten- 
sively to promote the use of bicycle helmets. He promoted 
an educational campaign in the school system on a pilot 
basis to encourage the use of helmets. What he found from 
that experiment is that education alone is not enough to 
promote the use of helmets. That is why he came to the 
conclusion that we need legislative action in this area, and 
I support him in that position. 

He also indicated that he did a recent survey in the 
community which is somewhat encouraging with respect 
to the use of bicycle helmets. Looking at the use of hel- 
mets by schoolchildren, in the spring of 1990, 5% of chil- 
dren were using helmets; in the fall of 1990 it had gone up 
to 7%; and the recent survey he did showed an increase of 
17.8% in the use of helmets by schoolchildren. J think that 
is very commendable, to show what can be done when an 
effort is made to promote the use of helmets. 

Therefore, I would ask that the House support this leg- 
islation and send it to the standing committee on resources 
development. I would also suggest that we need public 
education programs to go along with this legislation. Also, 
I think we have to look at the question of encouragement 
or incentives with respect to the purchase of helmets. 


Mr Mancini: | have a great deal of difficulty in deal- 
ing with this particular private member’s legislation. My 
difficulty stems from the fact that in principle it is good 
legislation in that it creates a public policy whereby we 
protect a large segment of our population. The difficulty I 
have with the legislation is that while it creates this public 
policy, it does not assist the general public in acquiring the 
protective gear that is going to be mandated by law. 

As my colleague said earlier, we have passed innumer- 
able pieces of legislation which are for the public good, 
which help protect the public from physical injuries. I be- 
lieve he mentioned seatbelt legislation and the mandatory 
wearing of helmets for people who ride motorcycles. 


Automobile companies today have moved not only 


from seatbelts but to air bags. This has been a slow pro- | 


cess, and the reason the process has been slow, rightly or 
wrongly, is the cost involved. The cost of an air bag is 


substantial. Most vehicles have air bags on the driver’s | 
side only. You have to get into the luxury vehicles or ex- | 


pensive vehicles before you get air bags for the driver and 
the passenger. Many injuries are caused because air bags 


are not in all vehicles, yet we do not see the mandatory | 


legislation that is necessary to have these air bags put 


throughout the vehicle, which would prevent innumerable — 
injuries. The reason we do not see it is because of the cost. — 


| 


Excessive cost would affect the sales of the automobiles, — 


which would affect jobs in that particular industry. 
I say this not in any way to diminish the very good 


work that has been done by the member for London North — 


or in any way diminish the needs that she so eloquently 


described earlier today. I bring this out in order that we 


may face the situation and all of its circumstances. All of 


| 
| 
| 
| 


the statistics that my two honourable colleagues before me — 
spoke of are true. They have been documented by individ- — 


uals expert in their field. They have been documented in 
journals which we can find in our libraries. As a matter of 
fact, in short order I was able to receive innumerable 
pieces of information which would clearly document for 
all to see the benefits of helmets worn by cyclists if cy- 
clists decided to wear them. 

We could obtain the same documentation, as I said, in 
regard to automobile traffic and air bags. I am not funda- 
mentally opposed to the legislation. I think the legislation 
should go to committee. It should be discussed and the 
problems surrounding the legislation should be resolved. 
Only yesterday I received a phone call from an individual 
who said he has four small children in his family and all of 
them have bikes but he cannot afford the $40 each that it 
costs to have helmets. That is a personal decision being 
made by the family. I believe, and I think all members 
would agree with me, that there are probably thousands of 
families who cannot afford helmets. They cannot afford it. 
Just as many families cannot afford to buy winter coats for 
their children but the province assists those particular fam- 
ilies, are we going to extend public policy to assist these 
families in buying helmets? If we are, I want to know how 
much it will cost and how we will fund it and how that 
squares with a lot of the things we have heard in the Legis- 
lature in this past session about restraining government 
expenditures. 

My other concern is the enforcement of this particular 
public policy. I, like you, Mr Speaker, represent a constitu- 
ency where there are a number of police departments be- 
cause of the nature of the constituency, because the 
constituency is made up of numerous municipalities. The 
police chiefs of this province have commonly told me over 
the last period of time and I am sure have commonly told 
members from all sides of this House that they cannot 
carry out the services that are being required of them by 
their citizens because of budget restraints. We know how 
police chiefs and local municipal leaders felt towards pro- 
viding security in courtrooms. They have told us this has 
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placed a great burden on their budgets and how they can 
operate. 
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We are now going to place on them, I am assuming, 
another burden because there is no sense in having this 
particular public policy become law unless it is going to be 
enforced. I would like to know from the member who has 
proposed the legislation whether or not we are going to 
make the funds available for the police chiefs and their 
departments and the municipalities so that they can en- 
force the law. Then I would like to know what it will cost, 
how it will be funded and how that squares with the diffi- 
culties we face today regarding the enormous budget defi- 
cit that was presented to the House only a few short weeks 
ago. 

I might add that I understand a very large group of 
people, maybe into the thousands, will be in front of the 
Legislature later today demanding of the government, and 
I am assuming demanding of all members of the Legisla- 
ture, that we be careful with our expenditures. So I would 
assume that if we are going to increase spending in one 
area we are going to have to decrease spending or raise 
taxes. I would like to know what decreases are being pro- 
posed and where. If tax increases are necessary, I would 
like to know on what and how much. 


Once that problem is resolved, if we get to that point, I 
would like to know how police departments are going to 
deal with the young people, particularly under 14 years of 
age, because those young people very rarely have summer 
jobs that allow them to make any kind of income at all, if 
they are caught in violation of this public policy. Are they 
going to be ticketed? Are they going to be personally taken 
home by the police? Are they going to be expected to 
appear in court if they do not wish to plead guilty or can- 
not afford to pay the fine? 


These are all questions of a practical nature which arise 
from the reality of such a public policy. While I have to 
say that the intent is admirable and its full implementation 
would in fact alleviate many of the terrible things that 
some members of the Legislature have described, the real- 
ity of the situation is that this public policy, along with all 
other public policy that we debate and bring forward in the 

House, must be affordable and workable. 


Just to bring up another point, there are innumerable 
groups across the province of Ontario who have lobbied 
individual members and school boards to have mandatory 
seatbelts on school buses. As far as I know, there is no 
public policy enforcing such a rule. I am sure that such a 
public policy would save lives and reduce injuries. But 
there is a reason why that public policy has not been 
passed through this Legislature or adopted by school 
boards across the province. The reason is the cost involved 
-and the demand for other services within the school sys- 
tem and from the provincial government. 


| Regretfully, I am going to vote against this piece of 
legislation, but I intend to keep an open mind when it is 
referred to committee. 


| Mr White: You said there was a reason. What is it? 


Mr Mancini: I have outlined the reasons in great de- 
tail, if the honourable member had only listened. 


The Deputy Speaker: Please address the Chair. 


Mr Mancini: I will await the answers to all of the 
questions that I posed this morning. Particularly I will 
await the answers from the honourable member for Dur- 
ham Centre. He is so concerned and appears to have all the 
answers. When we go to committee, I will await his spe- 
cific answers on these matters, and then I will await the 
appropriate government ministers, because we will need 
money from several ministers to make this work. 

I am sure that with all of the influence the honourable 
member for Durham Centre has been able to muster over 
his few short months here as a new member he will be able 
to, through the Management Board of Cabinet and through 
the full cabinet itself, resolve all the practical problems and 
funding problems that exist around this public policy. 

If we are going to be honest to the people who want 
such legislation passed, then it is incumbent upon us to 
show these individuals—and I believe they number in the 
thousands, maybe tens of thousands—how the government 
of the day is going to make such a public policy work, 
work well, and meet the needs described by members earlier. 


Mr McLean: I appreciate having this opportunity to 
make a few brief comments on private member’s Bill 124, 
An Act to amend the Highway Traffic Act, which would 
require bicyclists to wear helmets. 

I want to compliment my colleague the member for 
London North for her attempt, and I hope success, to 
amend subsection 88(1) of the Highway Traffic Act, 
which, if passed, would read, “No person shall ride on or 
operate a motorcycle, motor-assisted bicycle or bicycle on 
a highway unless he or she is wearing a helmet that com- 
plies with the regulations and the chin strap of the helmet 
is securely fastened under the chin.” 

This legislation was previously brought in some time 
ago by the same member, and I am pleased to see her 
bringing it back in today. I believe the member for London 
North has put a great deal of thought and consideration 
into this piece of legislation. In fact, it is my understanding 
that she has the support of the Ontario Head Injury Associ- 
ation, the Bicycle Helmet Coalition, the Hospital for Sick 
Children and Kiwanis Injury Prevention and Research Pro- 
gram, and the Coalition for Head Injury Prevention, to 
name but a few distinguished groups. 

I think the statistics contained in a brochure published 
by the Ontario Head Injury Association should make all of 
us in this Legislature sit up and take notice of the impor- 
tance of this bill. According to the association, a child is 
four times more likely to be seriously injured in a bicycle 
accident than to be kidnapped by a stranger. Bicyclists 
wearing helmets have an 85% reduction in the risk of a 
head injury and an 88% reduction in the risk of a brain 
injury. 

More than 80% of accidents causing injuries to chil- 
dren occur less than five blocks from home, and more than 
50% of injured children receive no specific safety instruc- 
tions about bicycling. Seventy-five per cent of all cyclist 
deaths involve head injuries. That is quite a percentage; a 
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very large number. Ninety-three per cent of children aged 
six to 16 years ride a bicycle, but only 2% or 3% wear 
helmets. 

It is a known fact that annually in Canada more than 
5,000 children are seriously injured and 60 children die in 
bicycle accidents, most from head injuries. I realize there 
is no way to predict when an accident will happen, but we 
can prepare for one. Falls from bicycles can happen any- 
where and at any time so it is important to wear a helmet 
anywhere and at all times, even if it is just in the driveway 
or just down the street. 
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We can prepare for accidents by giving private 
member’s Bill 124, An Act to amend the Highway Traffic 
Act, second reading, and perhaps refer it to the standing 
committee on resources development or whichever com- 
mittee is deemed appropriate for fine-tuning. 

When this legislation was brought in before, there were 
reservations because of the mandatory aspect. Issues were 
brought up by the member for Essex South this morning 
with regard to people who cannot afford helmets. I have 
come to the conclusion that we cannot afford not to have 
helmets nor to assist people to have them. 

I know the old railway line that runs from Orillia. Dr 
Josiah Lawry in Orillia showed some very strong leader- 
ship to have this old abandoned railway become a bicycle 
path or a path for walking which cyclists could use—a 
super idea. I think we will see more of this take place 
across the province. 

My wife and I have bicycles. I have not had a helmet, 
but I am not taking my bicycle out until I get one. The 
other day I could not find one in the city of Orillia; they 
had been sold out. So the need is there and I think the 
people are saying, “Yes, we realize it’s time to make this 
mandatory.” 

Members should not forget we went through the 
seatbelt legislation. Nobody wanted to wear seatbelts— 
“We don’t have to wear seatbelts’”—but statistics proved 
that great need was there. I never get in my car now with- 
out automatically putting my seatbelt on, and I think most 
people do that. I think bicycle helmets are the same. But it 
is just as important that helmets be worn in motorized 
vehicles and all-terrain vehicles, as well as by 
motorcylists. 

When we talk about prevention, that is number one: 
prevent the injuries and the costs of these head injuries I 
gave Statistics about. What has it cost us in medical ex- 
penses over the years? We could buy every child in the 
province a helmet for what we spend today on the lives of 
these people who are injured. We cannot afford not to 
assist them. 

I want to compliment the member for bringing this 
legislation forth and I plead with members to have this 
sent to committee so we can deal with it there. If they do 
not like it the way it is, let’s change it, but let’s put it in 
place so we can have this legislation approved by this 
Legislature. Do not think that because it is an opposition 
bill it is not right. It is right, it is proper, it is appropriate 
and the time to do it is now. 


Mr Lessard: I want to tell the member for London 


North what a good idea I think this private member’s bill — 


is. In fact, I thought it was such a good idea that I was 
going to steal it and use it myself. However, she beat me to 


it and I am happy she did, especially now when summer is — 
upon us and there are going to be a lot of people out on | 


their bicycles in the coming weeks and months. 


Just to give the House a bit of my background, before — 


coming here I was a member of the Windsor Bicycle Club, 
a member of the Ontario Cycling Association and also the 
chairperson of the cycling committee at the city of Wind- 
sor. In fact, before the unexpected—for a lot of people— 


events took place on 6 September, I had committed myself 
to advancing the interests of cyclists. That was going to be 


what I planned to do in the future, but those plans took a 
bit of a turn. Now I find that I have an even better opportu- 
nity to advance those interests and I am thankful for being 
given that opportunity here today. 

When I was speaking to various individuals and groups 
involved in cycling, including the Toronto city cycling 


committee, the Toronto Bicycling Network, the Hospital 


for Sick Children, the Metro Toronto Safety League and 
the Ontario Cycling Association, one thing I did find was 
that there was strong agreement with respect to the fact 
that cyclists should be encouraged to wear helmets while 
they are cycling. There is just no doubt about that. The 
reasons have been advanced here this morning by other 
members. Quite simply and succinctly, it is based on the 
Statistics. In Ontario, there are at least 15 children who die 
as a result of cycling accidents every year and there are 
150 children who end up in hospital with serious head 
injuries. Much of this death and injury would be avoided if 
only there were an investment of about $30 in a helmet 
that meets the Canadian Standards Association’s approval. 

There are various ways to encourage cyclists to wear 
helmets while they are cycling. Of course, we are debating 
one of the ways this morning, that is, to pass a law making 
it mandatory for cyclists to wear helmets when they are 
cycling. There are also other ways this could be done, 
because as many will admit, and I am sure the member for 
Essex South would agree, mandatory helmet laws are not 
always the most popular way to get people to comply with 
government policy. 

Other ways could involve a sales tax rebate or some 
other type of tax rebate to encourage people to purchase 
helmets. Another way is that helmets be mandatory acces- 
sories at the time a bicycle is purchased. An issue which 
needs to be addressed as well is ensuring there is an avail- 
able supply of helmets in the event that a law is passed, 
because if a law were passed there would, of course, sud- 
denly be a tremendous demand for helmets. Perhaps the 
implementation of such legislation should be given a long 
time period to ensure there is that availability. 

The issue of law enforcement also has to be taken into 
consideration. Perhaps there is some room for innovation 
there as well, and this is something I would encourage the 
Attorney General to look into: a means to enable people 
who were caught not wearing helmets to avoid paying a 
fine if they were to provide proof of the purchase of a 
helmet within a certain time period, perhaps 48 hours or 
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something like that. It needs to be recognized that if fines 
were imposed for not wearing a helmet this would not be a 
means of gaining income for the government; the aim of 
this type of legislation is to encourage people to wear hel- 
mets when they are riding their bicycles, and it is simply 
that. 

One of the most important ways of encouraging people 
to wear helmets while they are riding bicycles is through 
education. It should be a requirement in the educational 
system, part of the curriculum, to teach cyclists responsi- 
ble riding skills and also to point out to them the benefits 
of wearing a helmet when they are riding. It also could 
involve promotion by the Ministry of Transportation, and I 
would suggest that should also include the Ministry of 
Health, because this is not strictly an issue involving the 
Ministry of Transportation—it is a health concern. The 
member for Essex South went on at length about the costs 
that might be incurred by the government to implement 
mandatory helmet programs, but I would ask him to con- 
sider the costs that are incurred for health care by persons 
who are seriously injured as a result of not wearing hel- 
mets. That is something we need to consider. Promotional 
activities could also be co-ordinated with various retailers. 

Of course, what we are doing here today is to educate 
and encourage people about the importance of hearing a 
helmet while they are cycling. In that regard, I just want to 
provide a little demonstration. I would like Hansard to 
show that I am holding in my hand a hard-shelled plastic 
helmet. It is an Ansi helmet or a Snell-approved helmet. It 
is important that a helmet like this is worn properly when 
riding a bicycle, firmly on top of the head with the chin 
strap attached underneath fairly snugly so that you can 
only put a few fingers underneath that chin strap. It is also 
important that it be down low enough on the forehead so 
that in the event you go over the handlebars, you would 
not get an injury to the forehead when you went down. 

I think it is important for cyclists to know that when 
out on their bicycle anything can happen. I can tell mem- 
bers about a personal experience that happened to me. 
When I was riding my bicycle one day with my wife, I 
happened to be assaulted. 

An hon member: By your wife? 

Mr Lessard: Not by my wife. I was assaulted by an 
inconsiderate motorist who actually ended up spending 20 
days in jail as a result, but I did fall on my head. Luckily, I 
was wearing a helmet and was prevented from injury. 

My message to cyclists is that anything can happen. 
You really need to be prepared out there, and I urge all 
cyclists to buy a helmet and wear it when they are cycling. 
1140 
Mr Arnott: I am pleased to again rise today to speak 
‘to second reading of Bill 124, An Act to amend the High- 
way Traffic Act, sponsored by my colleague the member 
for London North. The intent of this bill is to make the 
wearing of helmets mandatory by bicyclists on our streets 
and highways. 

I concur with many of the points that have been raised 
so far in this debate, but I would like to broaden it some- 
what and talk about the whole issue of transportation 


safety. As our party’s Transportation critic, I have a great 
deal of concern that the provincial government could be 
doing more to promote the cause of transportation safety. 

We have to reduce the number of fatalities and acci- 
dents on our roads and highways. This bill takes one step 
towards that end. I am somewhat surprised. When a pri- 
vate member’s bill comes forward to this Legislature, gen- 
erally we have comments from the parliamentary assistant 
to the Minister of Transportation, the member for Windsor- 
Sandwich. I have not heard his comments yet, and I am 
not sure whether he is going to make comments, but gen- 
erally he reads a speech that has been prepared for him that 
gives some measure of indication of what the ministry’s 
position is going to be. Frankly, we have not seen that 
today and I am perplexed. I do not know what the 
ministry’s position is on this. 

Something I raised in the House a little while ago that I 
think pertains to this is that the ministry could provide 
more incentive towards transportation. The Insurance Bu- 
reau of Canada is often involved in the promotion of 
safety. Quite recently, they committed $100,000 towards 
radio ads in a campaign towards reducing accidents, a 
slow-down-and-survive campaign. The ministry contrib- 
uted $6,000 towards the publication of some brochures; 
that was, in a way, an endorsement of the campaign and 
lent it some credibility. But the ministry commitment was 
very minimal: $6,000 as opposed to $100,000 being put 
forward by one of the major interest groups who have a 
considerable interest in transportation safety. 

It has come to my attention fairly recently that in a 
meeting with the Minister of Transportation the insurance 
bureau indicated its commitment towards another promo- 
tional campaign, once again towards the end of increasing 
highway safety. The ministry has not responded but I hope 
it will very soon. That was with respect to enhancing 
seatbelt usage. 

If you rank the provinces according to seatbelt usage, 
right now Ontario is ninth across the country. That is abso- 
lutely pathetic and abysmal and I think the ministry has a 
great deal of work to do in that respect to enhance seatbelt 
usage across the province. 

I would like once again to thank and congratulate and 
commend the member for London North for her sincere 
commitment and her sincere approach to this issue. I hope 
all members will give consideration to supporting it. 


Mr Mills: I am going to be very brief to give my 
colleague an opportunity to comment on this bill. I com- 
mend it. 

In my retirement plans, which somehow got untracked, 
I intended to go to Vancouver and buy a bicycle and cycle 
completely across Canada. I bought this book to do that, to 


_ learn about it. It is interesting to read that rider error causes 


75% of the accidents. Vehicle driver error causes 10%. 

The author of this book is a very famous person and an 
authority on bicyling, Eugene A. Sloan. He talks about a 
helmet, saying, “I would not go two feet on my bicycle 
without a helmet on my head.” I think that speaks for all of 
us here. 

‘I rode a bicycle in England. I was brought up on a 
bicycle when it was not the cool thing to do. We rode the 
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bicycle out of necessity, to work, to church, to court. We 
went everywhere on a bicycle. I must say that I took a 
number of spills. There are tram lines in England, and I 
have been down for the count from two hours to three 
days. Some people may think that all those blows on the 
head account for my behaviour here today. Nevertheless, I 
endorse the bill. 

I have some concerns about enforcement. I have some 
concerns about poor people not being able to afford it, as 
the member for Essex South said. I am very concerned 
about that. I am confident we can work all these things out 
when it gets to the resources committee. 

With that, I will sit down and let my colleague, who is 
also a keen cyclist, finish off our time. 


Mr G. Wilson: Thanks to my colleague for allowing 
me a bit of time. As he suggested, I am a keen cyclist. In 
fact, I cycled to work in Kingston for 10 or so years and 
certainly raised our two kids on the back of a bicycle, as it 
were. 

I am glad to stand in support of this bill because of its 
drawing attention to the need for helmets. I went for a 
number of years without a bicycle helmet and have re- 
formed to the extent of buying one recently. I am no longer 
going two feet without a helmet, either, and have arranged 
to get helmets for the rest of the family as well, because 
we think it is a very important step to be taken to make 
bicycling safer. 

However, while this bill certainly points to what an 
individual can do to make bicycling safer, I do want to 
mention what we as a society have to do to make it safer, 
and that is to create space on our congested roads for 
bicyclists. To that end, I am pleased to say that the city of 
Kingston has established a bicycling advisory committee 
to look to promoting the use of the bicycle as a major form 
of transportation in Kingston and area for reasons of 
health, fitness, pollution reduction, energy conservation 
and even to create more parking space. They also see it as 
a way of promoting tourism, that the safer our streets are, 
the more congenial it is to ride bicyles. It is a very good 
way of seeing the city, on a bicycle. However, as the mem- 
ber for London is pointing out, one should do it with a 
helmet. Making sure that helmets are available when we 
rent bicycles would be one way of doing it. 


Mrs Caplan: We just have about a minute left on this 
debate. I want to congratulate all the members in the 
House for participating in this discussion. 

There are a couple of issues, however, of real concern. 
It is easy to vote in principle for things that make a lot of 
sense, like protecting children who are riding on bicycles. 
One question I would have is that of enforcement. How 
would you enforce this? I think that is something that has 
to be asked as the bill goes forward. 

Second, how would you provide helmets to those chil- 
dren who simply cannot afford one? That is a real prob- 
lem. We have children today in difficult situations. I would 
not want to see a bill like this go forward unless there was 
some debate and discussion around ensuring that no child 
was going to be told he could not ride a bicycle because he 
could not afford a helmet. That is an extremely important 
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part of the debate and I did not hear a lot of discussion on 
that today. I would hope before we all stood up in principle 


to say that this is a great idea, we realize it will have a | 


negative impact as well. 
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Mr Turnbull: I very much wanted to speak today to 
compliment my colleague the member for London North 
and the other speakers. This is a very important subject in 
my estimation. 

I remember around 1965 when Volvo brought out a car 
in which safety belts and headrests were to be standard 
equipment. That was a peculiarity in the auto world at the 
time. Slowly, other auto makers were encouraged to do 
this, and then finally we had legislation. Since the legisla- 
tion mandating car seatbelts was introduced, we have seen 
a singular drop in the number of fatalities and serious inju- 
ries in cars. I think we have to apply the same sort of rule 
to the head injuries which occur when people fall off bicy- 
cles for whatever reason. 


With regard to the cost, I do not think we can afford 
not to make sure that this is mandated. It costs approxi- 
mately $500 a day for those children who go to the US to 
have head injuries treated. We send literally hundreds of 
children each year to the US for treatment of head injuries, 
so this is money that would be well invested. When we 
look at hockey nowadays, it is against the rules for chil- 
dren to play without helmets, and that has been a signifi- 
cant fact or in reducing injuries. 

I want to applaud my colleague for bringing in Bill 124 
amending section 88 of the Highway Traffic Act. I hope 
we can send this quickly out to committee to make sure 


that any problems there may be with the bill can be ironed . 


out. 


Mrs Cunningham: In the short time left, I would like 
to add a few comments with regard to the great. concerns 
of the member for Essex South. I shall try very hard to get 
his support today, and certainly that of the member for 
Oriole. 

When one talks about affordable and workable, all I 
can say as the mother of a head-injured son—there is only 
one thing to say: You cannot afford not to wear a bicycle 
helmet. The amount of money that goes into rehabilitation, 
and the quality of family life and of that child’s life or 
adult’s life, no one could ever put a price on. That is the 
simple answer. The statistics are there now. Even seven 
years ago or five years ago I would never have asked for 
the members’ support, but this year I ask for it because we 
have done our homework. 

As far as workable, I can tell members right now that 
we have to make it work. The Ontario Federation of Home 
and School Associations has written me a letter, along with 
many, many others. I could not begin to read them into the 
record. The association’s very first resolution says, 

“Be it resolved that the Ontario Federation of Home 
and School Associations adopt the policy that all cyclists 
regardless of age and passengers transported in bicycle- 
mounted child carriers be legislated to wear bicycle hel- 
mets.” This is their very first resolution, number 9, 1991. 
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We do have some precedents that we can look at when 
this bill is in committee, and I sincerely hope we can get it 
into committee. I will pass those comments to the member 
for Essex South, who has been here a long time. I cannot 
solve problems if we do not have a committee to look at 
the enforceability. Let’s at least get it to committee so we 
can talk about it seriously. 


In New Jersey, for a person 16 years of age or older 
who violates the act, there is a maximum $25 fine for the 
first offence and $100 for a subsequent offence. That is 16 
or over. Under 16, interestingly, they may be fined, but 
teally it is the responsibility of the legal guardian, and for 
subsequent offences after the first or second warning it is 
$100. That money goes into a bicycle safety fund for two 
reasons: education programs and to support children who 
cannot buy their own helmets. That is something for us to 
look at. 


We will talk about the phasing in. In Australia, a plan 
started on 1 January 1991 and is now in effect for adults 
older than 16. There is a phase-in period of six months to 
see how it works. I think we have to talk about these kinds 
of things in committee. 


I have to tell the members that I really appreciate the 
support of the members today, especially the member for 
Windsor-Walkerville, who did a wonderful demonstration 
that we can use on tape. In the future, we will not have to 
spend any money putting a tape together around how one 
puts on a bike helmet. 


I will also say that I really appreciate the support of the 
members for Durham East, Simcoe Centre, Kingston and 
The Islands, Simcoe East, Wellington and York Mills, as 
well as many other members who have come to support 
this legislation and have told me that they really are look- 
ing forward to the opportunity to discuss this in the stand- 
ing committee on resources development. 


I am looking right at the member for Essex South and 
saying, “Give us that opportunity,” because we will not go 
any further if we do not get it. This bill went to committee 
of the whole this time last year and died. We cannot afford 
to have that happen this time. 


I will tell members that the Premier called me yester- 
day morning and wished me the best and said he would be 
supporting the legislation as well. I really very much ap- 
preciate that kind of support. 


Since I still have a minute and 55 seconds, I will go to 
work on the member for Essex South. I will give him some 
more information. First of all, I have to have a bit of fun 
here right now. One of the things I was against when it 
came to the costs for policing in this province last year was 
the bill that the member and his government supported 
with regard to courtroom supervision. So it is very difficult 
to stand up today and say that some of the acts that we 
pass in this Legislative Assembly will in fact pass respon- 


sibilities down to the local councils. This one passes the 
responsibility on to families. 

I would hope in committee that we can take a look at 
the member’s very real concerns. In fun, I ask him for his 
support because I really think the only way we are going to 
get answers to his questions is for all of us in this Legisla- 
tive Assembly to ask the experts and to ask families and 
children to come to us and tell us what the great barriers 
will be. One group that I would really like to point out is 
the Toronto city cycling committee that has already put 
forth some seven concerns that we should be considering 
in committee. 

Our approach in this Legislative Assembly is to answer 
people who have positive criticism, because I think in On- 
tario we want the best legislation, legislation that will pre- 
vent head injuries, that will support families, that will be 
affordable and that will be workable. The process I ask all 
members to support today is one of openness, one with 
integrity and one where we can find solutions to a very 
real problem, the problem of young people suffering head 
injuries because they do not wear helmets in the province 
of Ontario. 


LEGISLATIVE REFORM 


The House divided on Mr Callahan’s motion, which 
was agreed to on the following vote: 


Ayes—44 


Arnott, Bisson, Bradley, Brown, Callahan, Carr, 
Cordiano, Cousens, Cunningham, Curling, Dadamo, 
Drainville, Fawcett, Frankford, Harnick, Haslam, Hayes, 
Henderson, Huget, Johnson, Jordan, Klopp, Lessard, 
Mammoliti, Marland, McLean, Miclash, Murdoch, B., 
O’Connor, O’Neil, H., Poirier, Poole, Ruprecht, Silipo, 
Stockwell, Sutherland, Tilson, Turnbull, Villeneuve, Ward, 
B., Waters, White, Wilson, J., Wiseman. 


Nays-19 


Abel, Cooper, Coppen, Ferguson, Gigantes, Haeck, 
Hansen, Harrington, Hope, MacKinnon, Martin, Mills, 
Owens, Pouliot, Sterling, Ward, M., Wessenger, Wilson, 
G., Winninger. 

HIGHWAY TRAFFIC AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 

LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LE CODE DE LA ROUTE 

The Deputy Speaker: We will now deal with ballot 
item 30, standing in the name of Mrs Cunningham. 

Motion agreed to. 

La motion est adoptee. 

Bill referred to the standing committee on resources 
development. 

Le projet de loi est déféré au Comité permanent du 
développement des ressources. 


The House recessed at 1209. 
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AFTERNOON SITTING 


The House resumed at 1330. 
MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 


KEN GRANT 


Mr McGuinty: It is my special pleasure to rise today 
to pay tribute to a most remarkable constituent of mine, 
Ken Grant. 

Ken “The General” Grant is the morning show host for 
CFRA, a radio station serving Ottawa and the valley. On 
23 June 1991, Ken marked his 30th anniversary with 
CFRA, making him the second longest running morning 
show host in Canadian history. That, in and of itself, is a 
remarkable feat but there is much more to Ken than his 
radio work. 

Ken is a dedicated community volunteer. Ken was in- 
strumental in bringing the Jerry Lewis Telethon to Canada 
in 1970. He has been the Ottawa segment host each year 
since then, and his efforts have played a major part in 
raising the more than $7.5 million in contributions raised 
to date. 

Ken founded the CFRA Happy Blunderers softball 
team in 1961, which has raised over $250,000 for charities 
over the years. Ken has also worked in a fundraising ca- 
pacity for the Canadian Cancer Society, the Amethyst 
Women’s Addiction Centre, Big Brothers, the Royal Ot- 
tawa Hospital Foundation, the Canadian Hunger Founda- 
tion, St Brigid’s Soup Kitchen and the Shepherds of Good 
Hope, to name but a few. 

Ken makes over 200 public appearances each year, and 
all fees raised by him are turned over to local charities. 
Through his work on radio and as a volunteer, Ken has 
become much more than an Ottawa personality. He has in 
fact become part of Ottawa’s personality, a part that is 
kind, warm, gentle and full of good humour. 

I am honoured to have Ken as a constituent, and I am 
sure the members of this House will join me in congratu- 
lating Ken for the outstanding contribution he has made to 
the Ottawa community. 


HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES 


Mr Sterling: The occasion that prompted me to make 
a member’s statement today is one that every parent in our 
province and every member of this Legislature who is a 
parent can easily relate to, that moment when your heart 
swells with pride as you see your child walk across the 
stage to receive his or her high school diploma. 

For the second and last time in my life, I experienced 
that feeling last night, when my daughter, Sara, graduated 
from South Carleton High School in Richmond, Ontario. I 
could not help but think how much better prepared young 
people are today than we were when we walked across a 
similar stage many years ago. 

Sara was educated in the French immersion program, 
allowing her to qualify for a diploma in both English and 
French, an opportunity we certainly did not have as chil- 
dren. Through her school and community activities, my 
daughter, at 19 years old, has already travelled extensively, 


has experience being a page in this Legislative Assembly 
and done many things that were unheard-of before. She, 
like many other students today, worked part-time through- 
out high school and has had the advantage of trying out 
various sports, cultural activities and social environments. 

We in this Legislature think about the recession and 
our country splitting apart, yet I could not help but feel 
confident about our future when I experienced the maturity 
of our young people last night. On behalf of all parents, I 
would like to congratulate our high school graduates, the 
class of 1991. I wish them every success and happiness in 
the future. 


EVENTS IN DURHAM WEST 


Mr Wiseman: I rise today to inform the House of two 
important events that happened in my riding. The first 
event was the graduation ceremonies of nine women from — 
the Canadian Jobs Strategy program, a training course in. 
Oshawa. This event is significant because it was a program” 
funded by the government to help women on government 
assistance develop computer skills that would enable them 
to return to the workforce in a meaningful way. For these 
women, this was achieved by overcoming considerable 
hardship. These women should be applauded and their 
success emulated by others. They had to work hard to 
reacquire the skills associated with going back to school. I 
wish them every success in the future. 

My second event has to do with the annual Ajax Home 
Week. This is a week of fun-filled events for all members 
of the family, from kite-flying to parades, pancake break- 
fasts and culminating in an excellent fireworks display. 
None of these events can take place without an array of 
volunteers who work behind the scenes to make them happen. 

On behalf of myself, my family, all the residents of 
Ajax and those who returned to Ajax or visited Ajax dur- 
ing the week, I would like to thank the volunteers from the 
service clubs and in particular Sue Bland, who was this 
year’s chair. 


LABOUR POLICY 


Mr Offer: The Minister of Labour has finished his 
first nine months in office, nine months of turmoil, mis- 
management and disappointment for everyone in the prov- 
ince. During the election the member for York South, the 
then Leader of the Opposition, promised a minimum wage 
geared to 60% of the average industrial wage. The Minis- 
ter of Labour is the minister charged with implementing 
pay equity for women, which his leader promised to ex- 
tend to every woman in the province. Yet he is now hoping 
only to implement a plan that would still exclude over 
100,000 women across the province. Now the Minister of 
Labour has made the whole province panic with his pack- 
age of labour law proposals, in which he refuses to allow 
public input. He will not allow consultations this summer. 
Instead, he will keep them clutched guardedly to himself 
until the legislation is presented to the House and another 
backlash develops like the one against Bill 70. 
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Bill 70 sums up exactly the problem with this NDP 
government. To the detriment of the provincial economy 
and the people who want to be part of it, they are fixated 
on job compensation when the problem is job loss. The 
‘Labour Minister introduced wage protection legislation 
without precedent and without consultation with affected 
‘sectors that was so punitive against private individuals and 
charities that the government had to recant. People in On- 

tario who work for a living want paycheques more than 
severance cheques. When is this Minister of Labour going 
to make this his number one priority? 


DEFIBRILLATION EQUIPMENT 


Mr Eves: In March of 1991, the base hospital pro- 
gram of Samia was funded $120,000 by the Ministry of 
Health to provide a semiautomatic defibrillation program 
for victims of cardiac arrest in Lambton county. Today this 
equipment still sits idle because after the equipment was 
purchased and approved by the Ministry of Health, the 
ministry is now demanding that Lambton county adopt a 
911 number, even though a public access emergency num- 
ber already exists and all requirements were met when the 
equipment was purchased in March. Surely the minister 
agrees that as long as this equipment sits unused, this is 
another example of waste within her ministry. 


The only requirement by the Ministry of Health was 
that Lambton county have “an efficient communications, 
user-friendly emergency telephone access such as 911.” 
Those were the instructions given and one of the condi- 
tions upon which the purchase of this equipment was ap- 
proved. Part of the area served by this emergency service 
does have a 911 number, ie the city of Sarnia, and the other 
part of it has an emergency access number, which is 
widely publicized. Will the minister please look into this 
matter and ensure that this equipment does not sit idle any 
longer? - 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE 


Mr White: I rise to speak of the trilateral free trade 
negotiations. The economic risks of these potential ar- 
rangements are horrendous, yet those negotiations are 
being fast-tracked. The economy of Ontario has been deci- 
mated as a result of the bilateral free trade. Mr Mulroney 
rolled the dice and Ontario lost big. Many business people 
and politicians who were formerly neutral or even supportive 
of bilateral free trade have changed their minds significantly. 


In early 1988, Oshawa city council voted by a very 
natrow margin to support the bilateral free trade negotia- 
tions. The councillors and people of Oshawa now know 
the results of free trade. They know from the plant closures 
and job losses in their community. The city of Oshawa, 
other municipalities and the regional municipality of Dur- 
ham voted most unanimously, and one only overwhelm- 
ingly, to oppose the trilateral free trade negotiations. 


The councillors of Oshawa have the wisdom and matu- 
rity, even the courage, to acknowledge their mistakes and 
learn from them. The city of Oshawa wishes the federal 
government could learn from its mistakes rather than sim- 
ply repeating them time and again. 
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ONTARIO-QUEBEC PARLIAMENTARY ASSOCIATION 
ASSOCIATION PARLEMENTAIRE ONTARIO-QUEBEC 


Mr Morin: It is with great pleasure that I rise today to 
announce the first meeting of the Ontario-Quebec Parlia- 
mentary Association. This meeting will take place tomor- 
row morning, Friday 28 June, in Ottawa. This association 
is unique. It brings forth members of the legislatures of 
Ontario and Quebec with the aim of fostering friendship, 
goodwill and mutual understanding between both prov- 
inces. It seeks also to enhance co-operation with regard to 
common areas of concern. The fields of legislation, cul- 
ture, economics, science and technology will undoubtedly 
benefit from such co-operation. 

We can learn many things from our neighbours to the 
east, as they can also from us. Both Ontario and Quebec 
are committed to improving their citizens’ standard of living. 

Toute initiative visant un rapprochement entre 1’Onta- 
rio et le Québec mérite d’étre soulignée. L’ouverture des 
voies de communication entre les deux provinces permet- 
tra une plus grande concertation en matiéres législative, 
sociale, économique, bref, en toute matiére pertinente a 
nos intéréts. L-Association parlementaire Ontario-Québec 
est appelée 4 jouer un rdéle important dans les relations 
entre le Québec et |’Ontario. 

For these reasons, the creation of the Ontario-Quebec 
Parliamentary Association is long overdue. Friday’s meet- 
ing will provide us with a first opportunity to get know 
each other in a spirit of friendship and conviviality. 


MINISTERIAL PERFORMANCE 


Mr Stockwell: Here is a brief assessment, a report 
card, if you will, on the NDP government at the end of the 
first session. 

The Premier gets an F though his term paper, An Agenda 
for People, was a solid effort at political fiction; performance 
hampered by poor leadership skills, lousy memory and con- 
venient double standard; will soon be expelled. 

The Treasurer: Needs a refresher course in economics 
and remedial work in math. His marks, like our credit 
rating, have been downgraded. 

The Solicitor General: Has trouble accepting responsi- 
bility; keeps telling us that the dog ate his homework. 

The Minister of the Environment: Very weak in the 
3Rs; seems to think they mean recant, reverse and retreat; 
has to improve or will be recycled. 

The Minister of Consumer and Commercial Relations: 
We were not expecting to have to have to evaluate her 
today. We will have to get back to you tomorrow. 

The Minister of Tourism and Recreation: Always ap- 
preciates being questioned; unfortunately never knows any 
of the answers. 

The Minister of Community and Social Services: A 
neat appearance does not hide a mouldy performance that 
has pulled the rug from under her playmates. 

The Minister of Education: Has a real fear of tests; 
would not win an Ontario scholarship even if she had not 
wiped them out. 
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The Minister of Colleges and Universities tells tales 
out of school. 

The Minister of Labour: Failure to listen resulted in 
massive rewrite of first major assignment; likely will not 
be promoted. 

The Minister of Transportation: A Rhodes scholar on 
the road to nowhere; must do better or will be ditched. 

The Minister of Industry, Trade and Technology: Very 
good at nap time and recess. 


JIM GREY 


Mr Hope: Today I would like to bring the attention of 
this House to a local hero in my riding, a young local hero 
I must add, whose name is Jim Grey and his age is 93. 
Through the years he has been fighting in the county of 
Chatham-Kent for a 911 system. This young gentleman 
has spent numerous hours and a large amount of money to 
give the people of Kent county a 911 system. 

He began a personal campaign in the early 1980s to 
lobby the public officers in the local area. He spent $7,000 
of his own money on advertisements for public awareness. 
Most recently, Mr Grey pushed for Kent county to study 
the implementation of a 911 plan. 

Finally his contributions have been noticed. Last week 
I had the pleasure of presenting him with the National 
Emergency Number Association service award in honour 
of his dedication towards 911 and its promotion. 

There are people in our community who have the capa- 
bility of performing such worthy jobs, and not for political 
gain. I am sure that at the age of 93 Mr Grey has identified 
his concerns in making sure that the public’s interest is 
well in hand and that in times of frustration the citizens 
can easily push 911 instead of going through the yellow 
pages to try to find the number. 


ESTIMATES 


Hon Ms Lankin: I have a message from the Honour- 
able the Lieutenant Governor signed by his own hand. 


The Speaker: The Lieutenant Governor transmits es- 
timates of certain sums required for the services of the 
province for the year ending 31 March 1992 and recom- 
mends them to the Legislative Assembly. 


Mr Turnbull: With your permission, Mr Speaker, do I 
have unanimous consent of the House for a statement on 
Terry Fox? 


The Speaker: Unanimous consent is required. Do we 
have unanimous consent? 


Agreed to. 


TERRY FOX 


Mr Turnbull: Tomorrow, Friday 28 June, is the 10th 
anniversary of the death of Terry Fox. 

It is an honour to rise in the House today to pay tribute 
to the memory of this young man who has come to exem- 
plify the word “courage,” not only for Canadians but for 
people around the world. Members will recall the courage 
that Terry Fox showed the world as he ran from New- 
foundland to Thunder Bay before cancer brought to a halt 
his Marathon of Hope. 
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His determination to do something about a cause he 
believed in has meant that his name will live for ever 
whenever heroes are mentioned. Terry believed that any- | 
thing is possible, that “dreams are made if people only — 
try.” | 

Well, he tried. He had a dream that some day he and | 
thousands of others could be cured of cancer. He wanted to - 
raise enough money so that researchers could find a cure. | 
The challenge was completely daunting, but still he went 
ahead. Terry Fox believed anything is possible. He said of | 
cancer, “Somewhere the hurting must stop.” 

Members will recall his lonely run across the country, 
Starting in Newfoundland and ending tragically in Thunder 
Bay when cancer finally overcame him. That was his Mar- 
athon of Hope. 

The Marathon of Hope continues today in the form of 
the Terry Fox Run which takes place every September 
around the world. In this way, dedicated individuals and 
organizations have kept Terry’s dream alive. Over the past 
10 years they have raised the incredible amount of over 
$90 million for cancer research. 

In paying tribute to Terry Fox as a truly outstanding 
Canadian, I want to quote some of his own words. He said: 

“IT guess that one of the most important things I’ve 
learned is that nothing is ever completely bad. Even can- 
cer. It’s made me a better person. It’s given me courage 
and a sense of purpose I never had before. But you don’t 
have to do like I did, wait until you lose a leg or get some 
awful disease before you take the time to find out what 
kind of stuff you’re really made of. You can start now. 
Anybody can.” 

Terry was only 22 when he died of cancer, the dreaded 
disease which strikes indiscriminately at young and old, 
rich and poor, but he changed people’s attitudes towards 
cancer and the disabled. He showed that while cancer had 
claimed his leg, it could not break his spirit. 

I encourage all members to participate this September 
in the Terry Fox Run to raise funds for cancer research and 
especially to honour the memory of Terry Fox, a great 
Canadian and a great inspiration to us all. 


Hon Ms Lankin: On behalf of my colleagues, I 
would also like to mark the memory of a fine young Cana- 
dian, one who in dying young still left us with a remark- 
able legacy of courage and tenacity that is remembered 
throughout the world. 

Terry Fox blazed a trail across Canada and into our 
hearts. Today is the 10th anniversary of the day Terry suc- 
cumbed to cancer. It is hard to believe. He seems so close 
to us. I think that is an indication of the important, continu- 
ing and, yes, living contribution to our awareness of the 
need for cancer research and an eventual cure. 

Terry Fox had the courage to give a face to cancer, to 
help humanize the plight of cancer patients, and in doing 
so he has left an indelible legend. Although his time with 
us was short, he provided his parents and the rest of Can- 
ada with a source of inspiration and pride. Perhaps at the 
end of these statements, I could ask the House to join with 
me in a moment of silence commemorating Terry Fox’s 
contribution to all of us. 
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Mr Phillips: I am honoured to have the opportunity to 
respond on behalf of our party. 


It is rather a unique name. When you say “Terry Fox,” 
it instantly conjures in each of us, I think, some very posi- 
tive memories. There are very few people in this world 
who do that. Certainly when I heard that I would have this 
opportunity, I thought about the things I remember about 
Terry Fox. There was a line in the paper just last week that 
caught part of the flavour, and it said, “The haunting vision 
of the handsome, one-legged athlete, his face set in deter- 
mination as he runs alone down the country’s highways 
still lives with most of us.” Certainly I think how the cour- 
age he displayed lifted me at the time. 


I think he chose the term “Marathon of Hope” quite 
deliberately. One of his famous sayings was that dreams 
are made if people try, certainly for people with physical 
disabilities. | 

I remember when he went through Scarborough. There 
were a number of young people with physical disabilities. 
As they watched him go by, you could almost see their 
attitudes changing. They said, “Certainly if he can do it, I 


can do it.” I think he made a substantial difference in that © 


respect. His vision of the country, the fact that he started in 
Newfoundland and planned to head to British Columbia, 
for all of us was almost a visual demonstration of this 


country. As my colleagues have said, his contribution to 


cancer research, of course, was well known. 


There is a saying that I carry with me. If the House will 
indulge me, I would like to read it. It is in the male gender. 
If members would interpret it in both genders I would 
appreciate it, because this is how it was written. It says: “It 
is not the critic who counts, nor the one who points out 
how the strong man stumbled or how the doer of deeds 
might have done them better. The credit belongs to the 
man who is actually in the arena, whose face is marred 
with sweat and dust and blood, who strives valiantly, who 
errs and comes up short again and again, who knows the 
great enthusiasms, the great devotions, and spends himself 
in a worthy cause; who, if he wins, knows the triumph of 


_high achievement and who, if he fails, at least fails while 


daring greatly so that his place shall never be with those 
cold and timid souls who know neither victory nor defeat.” 


Certainly Terry Fox knew victory. 


The Speaker: I invite all members, and indeed our 


visitors in the galleries, to join in a moment of silence. 


The House observed a moment of silence. 


The Speaker: I would inform members that the kind 
and thoughtful remarks as expressed today will be for- 
warded to Terry Fox’s family, and of course our deepest 
sympathies along with them. 


VISITOR 


Mrs Marland: On a point of privilege, Mr Speaker: I 
know the members would like to recognize the presence in 
the members’ gallery of Mayor Hazel McCallion of the 
city of Mississauga and regional chairman Frank Bean 
from the region of Peel. 
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Mr Sola: Mr Speaker, I would like to request unani- 
mous consent to make a statement on the declaration of 
independence by Croatia and Slovenia on 25 June. 


The Speaker: Is there unanimous consent? I am 
afraid there is not. 


Mr Sola: I will then ask for a point of personal privi- 
lege to make the statement, because this is something that 
touches me personally, it touches my riding, it touches 
many people of various ethnic backgrounds in Ontario and 
in Canada. One can check Hansard on a daily basis and see 
similar statements made for various other communities. 


The Speaker: To the member for Mississauga East, I 
certainly understand and appreciate the issue that he feels 
most strongly about. The precedents and the standing or- 
ders in this House dictate that we have unanimous consent 
for these types of statements, so unfortunately I am not 
able to grant your request on this occasion. 


Mr Sola: I would like to ask one more time for unani- 
mous consent. 


Agreed to. 


CROATIAN AND SLOVENIAN INDEPENDENCE 


Mr Sola: I thank members very much. Any controver- 
Sial statements that may be in here, I will try to leave out. I 
have tried to make this a statement that will not be offen- 
sive to any community in Ontario or in Canada. 

As a Canadian with Croatian roots, I am compelled to 
comment on the historic happenings in the land of my 
birth. It is with great pride that I report to this House the 
declaration of independence by the republics of Croatia 
and Slovenia on 25 June. 

This is the culmination of a series of events beginning 
with the first free, democratic elections in these republics 
last year, observed by members of this House, when the 
forces of democracy and independence won an over- 
whelming mandate. A referendum in both republics last 
month resulted in a resounding vote of confidence, over 
94%, for the democratic governments and their quest for 
independence. It is time for all who uphold democratic 
rights and freedoms to come forward to cheer the triumph 
of democracy as expressed in Croatia and Slovenia. 

Can Yugoslavia survive when it has blocked Stipe 
Mesic’s assumption to the rotating presidency, cancelled 
the autonomy of the provinces of Kosovo and Vojvodina 
while retaining their vote, and abused human rights in 
every republic and province? 

There are several other statements I had prepared that I 
will leave out just in case they may be too controversial. 

Yugoslavia, like all nations, if it intends to survive, 
must comply with its own Constitution. The above list 
clearly demonstrates it has not. This has propelled Cro- 
atians and Slovenians towards their independence. 

By giving recognition to Croatia and Slovenia, we are 
not taking sides, only stating the obvious: the right of peo- 
ple to self-determination. Free and democratic societies 
provide the right atmosphere in which people can live as 
neighbours seeking their destiny to raise families and work 
in harmony with others. For example, prior to the forced 
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creation of Yugoslavia, Croats and Serbs lived for centu- 
ries as good neighbours. 

We cannot turn back the clock of history. We must 
accept the challenge of independence and encourage the 
peaceful resolution of all disputes that have festered too 
long in these proud communities. How we handle this 
challenge will foretell how we resolve similar movements 
towards democratic and free societies. 

I urge support from all members for the democratic 
movement that we are witnessing in Slovenia and Croatia. 
For us, earlier signals of self-determination displayed in 
Tiananmen Square and in the Baltics were lights of hope. 
Let this hope remind us of the need to continue to promote 
freedom for all peoples of the world. 

I thank the members of this House for their generosity. 


STATEMENTS BY THE MINISTRY 


MINIMUM WAGE 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: As the House knows, this gov- 
ernment has worked hard to introduce fairness and equal- 
ity into all of our initiatives. This commitment includes an 
attempt to eliminate poverty in Ontario. We believe it is 
only when all the people have better access to everything 
this province has to offer and an equal chance to partici- 
pate in the life of the province that we will live in a just 
and equitable society. 

To achieve this, our government has undertaken an im- 
portant antipoverty strategy. Elements of this have already 
been announced in the budget. For example, the Treasurer 
has already announced the largest enrichment in the his- 
tory of the Ontario tax reduction program, which will re- 
sult in an additional $50 million in reduced taxes for 
low-income earners. These tax reforms are designed to 
achieve greater equity in the tax system and to provide tax 
relief for low-income families. 

We have also committed $215 million on a full-year 
basis to the revitalization of social assistance reform. This 
funding will be used to provide benefits to those in greatest 
need, to help people get into the labour force, to increase 
fairness and accessibility and to assist municipalities with 
their funding responsibilities. 

Another important component of our antipoverty strat- 
egy is the revision of Ontario’s minimum wage rates. His- 
torically, minimum wage revisions have attempted to 
compensate our province’s lowest wage earners for their 
loss of purchasing power. Ontario’s current minimum 
wage of $5.40 an hour, however, does not reflect consumer 
price increases that have taken place over the last 15 years. 
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Between 1975 and 1990, the consumer price index for 
Ontario rose by 179% while the minimum wage increased 
by only 125%. This has meant not only that minimum 
wage earners have been unable to keep up with increasing 
costs, but also that their purchasing power has slipped fur- 
ther and further behind. Clearly, this situation cannot be 
allowed to continue. 

There are currently more than 160,000 workers at or 
near the minimum wage in this province; that is, more than 
4% of our workforce. Minimum wage earners make only 
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48% of the 1989 average wage. If I can put that in perspec- 
tive, that means these workers are trying to take care of 
themselves, and in many cases their families too, on less 
than $12,000 a year. 

Minimum wage earners are not only struggling to sur- 
vive On an income that most of us would find impossible 
to live on; they also tend to be among the most vulnerable 
members of the workforce in the province. Revisions to 
the minimum wage provide these workers with practically 
the only means they have of getting a wage increase, be- 
cause they generally find it impossible to negotiate in- 
creases for themselves. 

The increases I am about to announce will, we believe, 
have an important impact on working women as 57% of 
minimum wage earners today are women, 5% of the total 
female workforce. This increase will reach some women 
before pay equity increases by other means can be 
achieved and will directly benefit those not covered under 
the legislation. 

In addition, more than 20,000 people who are currently 
working and receiving social assistance top-ups will earn 
more money from the minimum wage increase. This will 
either eliminate their need to receive social assistance or 
will reduce the amount paid to them in social assistance. 

Students will also benefit from these changes. A differ- 
ential has been in place since 1973 which has allowed 
employers to pay one group of students a lower wage than 
another group of students. The factor permitting this is 
age. At present, a student under the age of 18 could be paid 
85 cents an hour less than a student over the age of 18. 
That just cannot work in a society that promises equality 
and fairness. In fact, the existence of the student differen- 
tial is currently before the courts in a challenge under the 
Charter of Rights and Freedoms, and recently our 
neighbouring provinces, Manitoba and Quebec, recog- 
nized this inequality and eliminated their differentials. 

It is as part of our government’s antipoverty strategy 
that we announce the following revision of minimum wage 
rates. 

The minimum wage will be increased by 60 cents, 
bringing it to an hourly rate of $6. This is a first step 
towards increasing the minimum wage to the level of 60% 
of the average wage. 

The 1991 increases, which usually come into effect on 
October 1, will now take effect on 1 November so that 
most seasonal work can be completed at one wage rate. 

We will reduce the student differential by 40 cents this 
year. This will bring the student wage to $5.55. In 1992, 
the differential will be eliminated altogether. 

Room and meal allowances, which employers may de- 
duct from minimum wage earnings where lodging and 
food is provided to workers, will be increased by the same 
percentage increase as the general minimum wage. 

Half- and full-day minimum wage rates for hunting 
and fishing guides will be increased from $27 and $54 to 
$30 and $60. 

The minimum wage for harvest workers will also in- 
crease to $6. As in previous years, this change will take - 
place in January. 
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Finally, the current liquor servers differential, which 
allows employers to pay liquor servers 50 cents less than 
the minimum wage, will remain but will be reviewed in 
- the coming year. 

| As honourable members will recall, in the November 
_ throne speech we set out as our target a minimum wage 
that will reflect 60% of the average wage by 1995. My 
announcement today is a first major step in achieving that 
target. The pace and level of future minimum wage incre- 
ments will be decided in the context of such factors as 
prevailing economic conditions and other government ini- 
tiatives benefiting lower-paid workers. The revisions will 
of course be determined as a result of ongoing consulta- 
tions with labour, business and other groups. 


GARBAGE DISPOSAL 


Hon Mrs Grier: I met earlier today with the chairper- 
sons of the greater Toronto area or their representatives. | 
would now like to inform the Legislature of this 
government’s plan to deal with the GTA waste crisis. After 
events here yesterday, I am going to set the record straight. 

Clearly the attempts of the past two provincial govern- 
ments fell far short of the goal of solving waste problems 
in the GTA. Three existing sites currently handle most of 
the waste from Metropolitan Toronto, York, Peel and Dur- 
ham. They are Brittania Road, Brock West and Keele Val- 
ley. Brittania Road and Brock West reach their original 
design capacity in 1992 and Keele Valley in 1994. 

The earliest we can expect to have long-term sites open 
is 1995. Therefore, we must act now to deal with the gap 
between the closure of existing sites and the opening long- 
term sites. The prospect of having nowhere to dispose of 
waste is too great a risk to the health, environment and 
economy of the regions. This is a risk I will not take. I 
have no choice but to use the emergency powers provided 
in the Environmental Protection Act to ensure there will be 
continuing garbage disposal capacity in the GTA until we 
get the long-term sites operational. 

I am directing the regional municipality of Peel to im- 
plement a lift at the Brittania Road landfill site to be opera- 
tional by 1992 and I am also directing the municipality of 
Metropolitan Toronto to implement a lift at the Keele Val- 
ley site to be operational by 1994. A lift adds height and 
capacity to each landfill but does not expand its bound- 
aries. I am not directing the implementation of a lift at 
Brock West. This site is not considered environmentally 
acceptable for extra capacity. The region of Durham will 
have to build a transfer station to facilitate the transfer of 
waste to Keele Valley. 

I will require the regional governments to undertake 
detailed studies of the environmental impacts of the lifts at 
Brittania Road and Keele Valley. Given the nature of the 
emergency, we have no time for the full environmental 
assessment process on these interim measures. 

Public liaison committees representing communities 
adjacent to the two lift sites will be invited to monitor and 
advise on the engineering studies and implementation of 
the lifts. Our government will ensure that the maximum 
degree of public consultation is carried out, given the tight 
time constraints under which we will be operating. 


The need for and duration of these interim facilities are 
directly related to the success or failure of everyone’s ef- 
forts to reduce wastes. The regional municipalities have a 
key role. This fall, I will introduce legislation to give both 
authority and responsibility for 3Rs activities to the re- 
gional governments in the GTA. The waste reduction of- 
fice will co-ordinate the preparation of GTA waste 
reduction action plans and we have already initiated dis- 
cussions with the GTA regional municipalities on funding 
implementation of these plans as well as funding 3Rs capi- 
tal expenditures, 

The Interim Waste Authority Ltd has been established 
to find three landfill sites, one in Durham, one in Peel and 
one within the boundaries of Metropolitan Toronto and the 
region of York. The searches will follow the principles of 
the environmental assessment process. Consulting teams 
have been hired by the authority to begin the site search 
and to design and implement the public consultation pro- 
gram. Details on the waste reduction programs and on the 
site search are available in an action plan I released today. 

As I told the Legislature yesterday, I did not create this 
crisis but I am going to solve this crisis and I am going to 
manage this crisis. 

Mr Sorbara: Stupid, stupid. 


The Speaker: Order. The member for York Centre, I ap- 
preciate your enthusiasm. The vocabulary is not appreciated. 


Mr Sorbara: You mean appropriate. 
The Speaker: Oh, well. 
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LIMITATIONS REFORM 


Hon Mr Hampton: I am pleased to announce today 
that I am releasing a consultation draft of a proposed new 
Limitations Act. It is my intention to engage in active pub- 
lic consultation about these proposals over the summer and 
to return to the assembly with a bill that will promote and 
protect the interests of all parties engaged in civil litigation. 

Limitations law affects virtually every civil proceeding 
commenced in our courts. However, much of that law is 
three centuries old. In recent years there have been numer- 
ous proposals for reform. Just weeks ago the Court of 
Appeal for Ontario expressed strong concern about the 
confusion, uncertainty and injustice arising from the pres- 
ent Limitations Act and the limitations provisions in other 
statutes and called for urgent review and revision. 

The proposals and the discussion draft reflect the rec- 
ommendation of the Attorney General’s Limitations Act 
consultation group, which was established in December 
1989 and which presented its report to me in April of this 
year. The draft bill is designed to achieve a new, modern 
balance between the competing rights of plaintiffs and de- 
fendants. Access to justice is enhanced for plaintiffs by 
ensuring that, as a general rule, their claims are not barred 
before they have knowledge of them. Establishing an ulti- 
mate limitation period after which most claims cannot be 
brought recognizes the defendant’s need for certainty, 
which is the fundamental purpose of all limitations law. 

We propose to replace dozens of archaic, confusing 
and unjust limitation periods with a single limitation pe- 
riod of two years that would not begin until the plaintiff 
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had sufficient knowledge to commence proceedings. Only 
if a party did not discover a claim until after 30 years 
might the claim be finally barred. A shorter period of 10 
years could apply in the case of medical negligence or 
building deficiencies. 

While there are many pressing and legitimate reasons 
for limitations reform, none is more urgent than the need 
to remove the barriers to justice for sexual assault victims. 
In far too many cases, the limitation period expires before 
the victim recovers sufficiently from the trauma of a sex- 
ual assault to be able to cope with legal proceedings. 

We propose that there be no limitation period whatso- 
ever where a Sexual assault has taken place in a relation- 
ship of trust or dependency. In other types of sexual assault 
or assault in a relationship of intimacy or dependency, 
there would still be a limitation period, but the victim 
could be presumed to be incapable of commencing the 
proceedings. Thus, in order to bar the claim, the defendant 
would have to show that the victim had for at least two 
years been capable of commencing the proceedings. Limi- 
tation periods would generally not run against persons 
under the age of 18 years or persons who are incapable of 
commencing legal proceedings. 

Another concern is the impact of limitation periods in 
cases of environmental harm. Under the consultation draft 
proposals, legal proceedings could be barred after 30 
years. However, we recognize that this issue will benefit 
from fuller public discussion. 

At this time I would like to thank the Limitations Act 
consultation group, whose membership included represen- 
tatives of the Ontario women’s directorate, the Canadian 
Bar Association, persons with disabilities, building design- 
ers and contractors, hospitals, doctors and municipalities. 
This draft bill is the product of its careful deliberations. 
Now, however, I invite the members of the assembly and 
all concerned citizens throughout the province to comment 
on the consultation draft and to assist the government in 
determining the directions of limitations reform. Whether 
they support the proposal or have concerns, it is equally 
important that I have their views. 


The Speaker: Statements by ministers? Responses. 


Mr Beer: On a point of privilege, Mr Speaker: There 
were three, indeed four, minutes left on the clock when 
you asked for further ministerial statements. Shortly before 
the House came into session today, the Minister of Educa- 
tion released a press release which deals with a most im- 
portant precedent that the minister has set with respect to 
the Ottawa-Carleton French-language School Board. 

I believe that my privileges as a member and indeed as 
a critic are infringed by the fact that the government, with 
sufficient time, did not have a statement for the minister to 
make in this House. I ask for unanimous consent to allow 
the minister to make a statement. I further ask that time be 
added to the opposition responses for that statement. 


The Speaker: The member brings before me two dis- 
tinct matters. One, of course, is to ask for unanimous con- 
sent for a statement to be made, and I am quite pleased to 
put that question in a moment. The second, of course, is 
the question about what is not said in the chamber, and 
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over that I have no control. I appreciate the member’s 
bringing this to my attention. I will ask the House, is there 
unanimous consent for a statement to be made by the Min- 
ister of Education? Agreed. 

Agreed to. 

The Speaker: The time will be added to it, not to 
worry. 

Mr Ruprecht: Mr Speaker, also on a point of per- 
sonal privilege: I think my rights as a member have been 
infringed. Yesterday and today we learned in the Toronto 
Star that this government and the Minister of Tourism and 
Recreation are backing Expo 98’s bid. There are five min- 
utes left on the clock and I would consequently ask, as 
well, unanimous consent that the Minister of Tourism and 
Recreation be permitted to make the statement that has 
obviously been made in the press to determine especially 
that this is— 


The Speaker: We will have the same routine— 

Interjections. 

The Speaker: Now that I have captured your atten- 
tion, the member for Parkdale raises a similar matter and 
of course I will pose the same question. 

Interjections. 

Mr Ruprecht: Those guys are making the-policy with- 
out our being able to respond. What is it? Is it ignorance? 

The Speaker: The member for Parkdale, come to 
order. Is there unanimous consent for a statement to be 
made by the Minister of Tourism and Recreation? 

Some hon members: No. 

Negatived. 

The Speaker: All right, the Minister of Education. 

Interjections. 

Mr Ruprecht: Ignorance— 

The Speaker: Order. The member for Parkdale, I real- 
ize it is the end of a long and tiring session. However, 
some modicum of control over our vocabulary would be 
very much appreciated. I would ask the member to with- 
draw the word he just uttered, which is not parliamentary. 

Mr Ruprecht: I think you are absolutely correct that I 
will withdraw this word. However, I want to make sure 
that the minister has made a policy statement and— 

Interjections. 

The Speaker: Order. Would the member take his seat, 
please. He was doing fine with the first part of the sen- 
tence, so perhaps we will just leave it at that and we will 
carry on and hear from the Minister of Education. 


FRENCH-LANGUAGE SCHOOL BOARD 


Hon Mrs Boyd: I am very pleased that there is time 
left for me to make a statement because we did not antici- 
pate that there would be. We received word only today 
from the Ottawa-Carleton French public sector that it was 
not prepared to accept a plan we had presented to it by 
which we would send in the Provincial Auditor, that we 
would appoint an adviser to assist it and to monitor its 
expenditures until such time as a need was clearly demon- 
strated around its financial circumstances. 


; 
| 
| 
| 


27 JUNE 1991 


The House should know that since its establishment in 
December 1988, this sector of the board has been accumu- 
lating a deficit. That deficit in 1990 totalled about $10 
million. We anticipate by the end of this calendar year it 
will total about $19 million. That is a very high proportion 
of their grant expectations for the year. The bank from 
which they get their credit line has refused to extend their 
credit line and we, as a government, have refused to ex- 
tend under the Education Act the amount of credit they can 


have. 


We feel it is absolutely essential that we exercise what 


control we have. We have met many times with the board 
aS a ministry. I myself have met with them a number of 


times to try to find a way to deal with this. They have 
_commenced court action against us on the grounds that the 


funding base set by the previous government when the 
board was created did not give them sufficient funding. 
At this particular time, the government feels very 


strongly that we must take the action that is available to us 


to ensure that the taxpayers, the students and the employ- 
ees of the board are well served. That action is to ask under 
the Municipal Affairs Act for the Ontario Municipal Board 
to take the action required to ensure that fiscal responsibil- 
ity is exercised by this board. 
1420 

The Speaker: To be clear, before we go on, we have 
kept within the 20 minutes allotted for ministerial state- 
ments, so the rules will continue to apply. We have five 
minutes’ response time from both parties. 


Mr Ruprecht: Mr Speaker, looking at the clock, I see 
there is one minute and 45 seconds left. I would repeat my 
call for the Minister of Tourism and Recreation to make a 
statement. | 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Being lively and enthusiastic is cer- 
tainly a good attribute. We are now ready for responses. 


RESPONSES 


MINIMUM WAGE 


Mr Offer: In response to the statement by the Minis- 
ter of Labour, this increase to the minimum wage is in 
keeping with the percentage increase of previous Liberal 
governments. It is one to which we agree, but it is not one 
that the minister promised the people of this province. 

Last summer, in the Agenda for People, as the minister 
knocked on doors, he said, “Vote for me and the minimum 
wage of this province will be increased to 60% of the 
average industrial wage, which will result in a minimum 
wage of $7.20.” The announcement today of $6 is a major 
backtrack on the promise he made to the people of this 
province. People responded to his promise, but he has not. 
The statement today clearly shows that he and his govern- 
ment will say absolutely anything in order to achieve polit- 
ical advantage, but with absolutely no commitment and 
carrying through. 

Last November, on this very topic, I asked the minister 
a question and he responded by saying, “Surely the mem- 
ber should never have doubted my commitment and my 
honesty in terms of our commitment to 60% of the average 
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wage in the province of Ontario.” On the basis of the 
statement the minister made today, I certainly do. 


GARBAGE DISPOSAL 


Mrs Sullivan: I am responding to the announcement 
from the Minister of the Environment and the minister 
responsible for the greater Toronto area. The minister left 
this House yesterday and told the media and the people of 
Ontario that the documents from a cabinet submission that 
I brought to the House yesterday were out of date and 
could not be seen as her plan to deal with Metro garbage. 
What she announced today, however, is precisely what was 
in those documents, and it is clear that her intent was not 
to bring these plans before the House. 

She makes it clear that there will be a serious garbage 
gap in the greater Toronto area. Further, her documents, 
which she released today, show that gap will last from a 
minimum of two and a half years to over five years. For 
hundreds of thousands of people in the greater Toronto 
area, there will be no place to put their garbage. This con- 
firms our worst fears of the minister’s mismanagement of 
this issue. 

Today, the minister announced she will call for expan- 
sion of garbage dumps on Britannia Road in Peel. and 
Keele Valley in York with no environmental assessment. 
She adds further pressures to those sites and communities 
by requiring Keele Valley to accept garbage from Durham 
region. She has not ruled out transportation of garbage 
outside the GTA during the garbage gap, but she has delib- 
erately tried to hide that fact. But if members look at the 
information, they will discover that in fact it is included on 
page 19 of her document. 

The minister has indicated that consultation will take 
place, but it is also clear that with regard to the expansions 
of Keele Valley and the Britannia Road landfill site, the 
consultations will occur after the fact. 

The minister has been a strong proponent of the Envi- 
ronmental Assessment Act, but it is clear that the environ- 
mental assessment process in fact means very little to her. 
By using her emergency powers for the short term, she is 
throwing away the provisions of that act, and it is clear, 
under the announcement she has made today, that her com- 
mitment will be broken for the long term as well. Her 
announcement says long-term sites will be developed in 
accordance with the principles of the Environmental As- 
sessment Act. She does not say those long-term sites will 
be developed under the provisions of that act. The author- 
ity will short-circuit not only the existing act, but any 
streamlined process under new legislation for which we 
are still waiting, under the environmental assessment pro- 
gram improvement project. There is no indication in these 
documents, either, of what the site selection criteria will be 
for the long-term sites. Will she allow garbage dumps in 
fact to be expanded in the Oak Ridges moraine? Is that 
automatically a matter of course? It seems clear that it is. 

The minister has indicated she must act where there are 
long-term legislative requirements. She has indicated she 
would bring before the. House legislation to set up the 
public authority. However, what has occurred is that that au- 
thority has been set up with the minister as a sole shareholder 
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of a limited company. That company has no powers or 
authority under the legislation granted by this House. The 
only authority it has comes as a result of decisions made 
behind closed doors by order in council. 

The minister has taken responsibility away from the 
municipalities for the 3R program; now she is turning it 
back to them. But while she is doing that, she is saying she 
is going to steal the tipping fees, which would allow them 
to cover the costs of the 3R program. She talks about 
consultation, yet she told the municipalities about this fact 
in a hastily called meeting this morning. The blame for the 
garbage gap rests with this minister. She is thoroughly 
incompetent and irresponsible in her management of this 
issue. 


MINIMUM WAGE 


Mr Harris: I wish to respond briefly to the statement 
by the Minister of Labour. Unlike the Liberal Party, which 
seems to be upset that the minimum wage was not instan- 
taneously set at somewhere around, or in excess of, $7 an 
hour, I want to congratulate the minister for breaking the 
Premier’s promise. I understand, most of us understand, 
the need for some form of minimum wage. It is my sense 
that it should move with inflation. Unfortunately, the gov- 
ernment has given increases to $100,000-a-year civil ser- 
vants of 10%, 12%, 14%, 16%, 18%, 20%, so it was 
difficult for him not to give at least about 10% on the 
minimum wage. 

But I want to say this to all members of the House 
quite frankly. I want to say to the Liberal Party and to the 
New Democratic Party, and I want to say this to all gov- 
ernments in Canada: We all want the minimum wage; we 
all want all wages to go up. We would like that. However, 
there is a reality that saying so or artificially setting it so 
without earning it is causing the deficits, the taxes, the job 
losses, the lack of competitiveness in this province and this 
country. 

Until this government and all politicians begin to un- 
derstand that while you might wish that wages could be 
higher, while you might want to legislate them to be higher 
in the private sector, the fact of the matter is that if the 
money is not earned, there will not be any jobs. That is 
why the estimates of 50,000 job losses in this province 
were put forward. It is what has happened in other jurisdic- 
tions. Unfortunately, many people in this province will go 
from $5, $5.50, $6, $6.50, $7 to nothing, and I regret that. 


GARBAGE DISPOSAL 


Mrs Marland: In listening to the Minister of the En- 
vironment today, the only thing I can say to the minister is 
that I see her lips moving, but I hear the voice of the 
member for St Catharines. I think this is a further demon- 
stration of a flip-flop government, and this day was inevi- 
table. These are her empty promises and it only goes to 
prove that everything she said before she was elected does 
not stand for anything now. She is above the law. I have 
documents in my hand here that protect the expansion of 
the Britannia landfill site. She seems to have overlooked the 
fact that we are now going to be spending thousands, perhaps 
millions of dollars, with the taxpayers of Metropolitan Toronto 
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and the region of Peel fighting her government on the 
expansion of these sites. 

How is it that the minister is above the law and how is 
it that she takes over the responsibility for managing gar- 
bage for the province and then says in her statement today, 
“T will require that the regional government undertake de- 
tailed studies of the environmental impacts”? How is it she 
says on the one hand, “I will look after it,’ and on the 
other hand she says: “You do it. You spend the money of 
the local tax base,” the local dollars from those people who 
can hardly afford the taxes as they exist today? I simply 
say to the minister she should think about the cost of the 
statement she has made today. She will live to regret it. 


Mr Cousens: This minister is showing how inconsis- 
tent she can be. They said one thing before when they were 
going to have public hearings; now we are not going to 
have public hearings. Last fall, the province was going to 
accept responsibility; now it is going to be the regions. 
There was once going to be a public sector authority; now 
there is an interim sector authority. There was once going _ 
to be public integrity; now the minister is going to have 
emergency powers. What I have to say to this minister is, 
she is even incomprehensible to the 38% of the population 
that voted for the government. 
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LIMITATIONS REFORM 


Mr Jackson: All members of the House welcome re- 
forms to the Limitations Act, but, quite frankly, with 
women having the lowest access rates in this province 
across all of Canada for compensation, for justice when it 
comes to assault and a series of other crimes, the solution 
lies with meaningful reforms across the board, through the 
Solicitor General’s office, through our court system, 
through counselling and support services. The narrow 
Limitations Act consultation paper is not the step forward 
victims are looking for. Stop being the last province in 
Canada to have a victims’ bill of rights. Let’s have a bill of 
rights for victims in this province. They are the only gov- 
ernment holding it up in Canada. 


EXPO 98 


Mr Harris: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I under- 
stood we had unanimous consent for some time on discus- 
sion on Expo 98 and I wonder if we could extend our time. 
I would like to respond to the non-statement of the minister. 


Interjections. 


Mr Harris: I am just asking. If they do not want to 
talk about it, fine. It will not help them. 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. I apologize to the member if I 
did not make it clear that the amount of time allotted for 
ministerial statements was fully utilized—would the mem- 
ber for Markham take his seat, please—and therefore we 
were continuing to follow the standing orders, which al- 
lowed five minutes per party. That has been observed as 
well. Since we are all in a convivial mood, we are ready to 
move on to question period. 
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HUMAN RIGHTS 


Mr Cousens: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: A min- 
ister of the crown has violated a section of the Human 
Rights Code. The Minister for Citizenship with responsi- 
bility for human rights in Ontario has changed the proce- 
dure for appointing persons to sit on the boards of inquiry 
under the Ontario Human Rights Code. She has put out a 
special form. It has been created to allow for persons to 
apply for these positions. The form adopted by the minis- 
ter invites applicants to state their race or colour, gender 
and whether they have a disability. This is in breach of the 
Ontario Human Rights Code, section 22. I thank the mem- 
ber for Leeds-Grenville for pointing it out to me. It is a 
very serious breach, and I challenge the minister to address 
it. 

The Speaker: Would the member for Markham take 
his seat. He may know this is not something that is out of 
order. It is not a point of privilege, but it sounds as though 
he was trying to get a jump on question period. 


MEMBERS’ PRIVILEGES 


Mr McLean: On a point of privilege, Mr Speaker: 
Under section 21(a) of the standing orders, I rise today as a 
member of this provincial Parliament and as a representa- 
tive of the people of Simcoe East. My use of this Legisla- 
ture is being seriously abused as a result of the Minister of 
the Environment’s decision not to acknowledge the con- 
cerns of some of my constituents. 

The minister was in her seat yesterday through most of 
question period, but she mysteriously disappeared just be- 
fore I rose to ask her a question. I believe she knew there 
were more than 50 people sitting in the galleries here— 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


Mr McLean: She knew I had a question for her. I 
believe she knew the question was going to be asked of 
her. I know she talked to the Minister of Natural Re- 
sources, who ultimately rose to respond to the question. I 
believe she knew the importance of the matter that I 
wanted to discuss with her. Mr Speaker— 


The Speaker: Would the member take his seat, 
please. There are certainly quite a few rules in our book of 
standing orders, but one of them is not for the Speaker to 
command the attendance of any member, including any 
member of cabinet, but I appreciate your bringing this to 
my attention. 


RENT REGULATION 


Ms Poole: I too rise on a point of personal privilege, 
Mr Speaker: The Minister of Housing has sent out a letter 
to tenants across this province concerning Bill 121, the 
proposed Rent Control Act. I will quote excerpts from this 
letter to show how tenants could be misled to believe that 
this legislation is in final form and how they could rely on 
this information. 

The letter says: “On 6 June I introduced legislation 
called the Rent Control Act, which sets out a new system 
to protect tenants. Under the new system the rent control 
guideline will be calculated each year based on inflation, 


but before a landlord is awarded any increase above the 
guideline he or she must— 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. The member for Eglinton may 
know that events which occur outside of this chamber with 
respect to government policy or any other matters are not 
something upon which the Speaker can make a ruling. 

I do not know whether we are about to have any more 
points of order. I would certainly appreciate it if members 
might take the opportunity of the summer break from this 
place which we are about to have to perhaps revisit the 
standing orders. 


ORAL QUESTIONS 


UNEMPLOYMENT 


Mr Kwinter: My question is to the Premier, who will 
know that today is this Legislature’s last sitting of the first 
year of his government’s term of office. The hallmark of 
this year is perhaps best underscored by unemployment 
figures released yesterday. In April there were 367,000 
unemployment insurance recipients in Ontario, the highest 
level ever, according to Statistics Canada, and an 84.5% 
increase over last year. 


In the face of these unprecedented numbers, will the 
Premier not realize the deep apprehension that the people 
of Ontario have regarding the success of his efforts to get 
the economy moving, and could he tell us what he and his 
government are doing about it? 


Hon Mr Rae: I appreciate very much the question 
from the member. Of course there are going to be a variety 
of views and I know the member has already spoken with 
respect to our budget. 


I was struck this morning by the views of the chief 
economist and vice-president of the Conference Board of 
Canada, Mr Frank, who said that if we had had a smaller 
deficit, “It would have led to a significant delay in the 
recovery and contributed to further increases in unemploy- 
ment, bankruptcies and lost output.” 


He goes on to say, referring to the group of people like 
house builders, like people who are working, people in the 
auto sector and elsewhere: “For this group, the budget was 
a confidence builder. Had the deficit been constrained sig- 
nificantly, I think consumer confidence would have been 
further damaged and the recovery delayed.” 


I point out that Mr McCracken from Informetrica says, 
talking about our budget, “I think it’s a move in the right 
direction to do something for a province that has been 
particularly hard done by in recent years.” 

We have brought in a budget to which there have been 
a variety of responses. The member may disagree with it, 
but I think there are a number of people who now realize 
and recognize that the deficit we have faced up to is one 
that is caused by the recession, by programs that have long 
been in place in this province, as well as by federal 
cutbacks, and I think the budget that we have put in place 
has provided some stimulus to the economy in a difficult 
time. 
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Mr Kwinter: Notwithstanding the Premier’s allega- 
tions, and that is what they really are, that things are really 
happening, welfare rates have soared by over 185,000 peo- 
ple since he took office. Unemployment figures have in- 
creased by 60% from 316,000 in October to 509,000 in 
May. Yet the only job creation efforts that we have seen 
from the government are for short-term unskilled positions 
that will certainly disappear within months. 

The NDP government has been either distracted from 
or oblivious to the issues of the day despite the Premier’s 
protestations to the contrary, and the only response I get 
from any of its members is either blame it on someone else 
or go out and find some lone soul in the wilderness who is 
prepared to support them. 

What about talking about all of the people who do not 
support the government? What about all of the people who 
were standing outside today at noon? Does the Premier 
just discount them? Tell me again what it is that the Pre- 
mier is doing to create jobs in Ontario. What is he doing to 
get this economy going again? 

Hon Mr Rae: I would challenge the honourable 
member to ask the people outside what they thought of his 
government and of the record of his administration with 
respect to the administration of the government. Look at 
the record. I do not think the Liberal Party can take much 
comfort from that. 

I would just make the following points: I do not think 
the conference board has ever been described as a lone 
soul in the wilderness. I have heard the conference board 
described as many things, but a soul in the wilderness in 
not one of them. I do not know that you could describe that 
way the head of Informetrica, which is a well-known eco- 
nomic firm which has provided advice to governments at 
all levels, and I do not know whether one would describe 
John Kenneth Galbraith as a soul in the wilderness. 

It is precisely because of the human realities behind the 
figures that the member has quoted today that we made a 
decision, knowing full well it would be controversial, but 
we made the decision that this was the year in which we 
would fight the recession and face up to the fact that, yes, 
we are going to have a deficit if we do that. That is exactly 
what we have done. We will continue to do that at the 
same time as we know and understand that the deficit will 
begin to come down as the economy recovers. 


Mr Kwinter: There are over 1.3 million people in this 
province on some form of social assistance. The numbers 
keep getting worse, yet the Premier continues on as if 
nothing is happening, and the truth is nothing is. Rather 
than stand up and give us examples of those people who 
are saying things—I am not asking him about what they 
are saying, I am asking what he as the Premier of this 
province and his government are doing to get this province 
back to work, to get a climate in this province that will 
attract investments, that will create jobs and will get us 
back on a track that we have enjoyed in the past and, 
unfortunately, under this government have little hope of 
enjoying in the future. 


Hon Mr Rae: Let me tell the member what we are 
doing. We have the largest capital investment budget in the 
history of Ontario, over $4 billion of capital investment. 
Does the member want to know what we are doing? We 
are maintaining support for our schools, for our hospitals 
and for our institutions. We are providing assistance to 
business in terms of adjustment. We are making invest- 
ments with business in terms of the future of this province 
and we are providing additional investments in training, all 
of which the member has criticized. He cannot have it both 
ways. 

The member’s party cannot stand up and say, “Your 
deficit’s too high” and then turn around and say, “What are 
you doing?” The criticism that we are getting from this 
side of the House is that we are doing too much. The fact 
of the matter is we are engaged in the most productive 
investment of any province in this country with respect to 
capital investment in the future of this province. That is 
exactly what we are doing. 

In a cooler moment, I would say to the honourable 
member if he has suggestions of a practical kind as to what | 
else we could be doing, I would be very interested in hear- 
ing exactly what they are. 


GARBAGE DISPOSAL 


Mrs Sullivan: My question is to the Minister of the 
Environment and the minister responsible for the greater 
Toronto area. The minister and her ministry officials knew 
that a garbage gap was inevitable in the GTA, yet she 
cancelled plans earlier in the fall for interim sites to be 
developed under an Environmental Protection Act hearing 
by the Environmental Assessment Board because it was 
not good enough for her. 

She and her government had promised, and I would 
just like to take members back to a quotation from the 
Premier, “All new dump sites and expansions of old ones 
must go through full environmental assessment hearings 
which look at environmental, social, cultural and economic 
impacts of a process.” 

I am asking the minister today how she reconciles her 
decision to use emergency powers and no environmental 
assessment of any kind to expand the Britannia landfill site 
and the Keele Valley landfill site with the previous prom- 
ise of full environmental assessments for expansions of 
those sites. 


Hon Mrs Grier: I am glad to have the opportunity to 
remind the member that under the plans of her government 
each of the regions within the GTA had to nominate an 
interim site. There were three sites nominated: one in Peel 
on prime agricultural land, one in Durham on prime agri- 
cultural land, and by the region of York a lift on the Keele 
Valley site currently approved, currently in operation. 

I am faced with the recognition that there may well be 
and probably will be nine months when we are out of 
waste capacity within the GTA, and I was faced, as minis- 
ter, with a very difficult decision. I decided that given the 
choice I was faced with, I did not want to shortcut the 
process and open a new greenfield site in Peel or a new 
greenfield site in Durham, that I had no choice— 


Mrs Caplan: You did so cut the process. 
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The Speaker: Order. 
_ Hon Mrs Grier: —but to order under my emergency 
powers available to me under the Environmental Protec- 
tion Act extra capacity to be found at Britannia and Keele 
_and that is what I did. 
Mrs Caplan: How can you stand there with a straight 
face? Shameful in this House. 
_ Mr Sorbara: We asked her seven months ago to do 
an EPA. 
The Speaker: The member for Oriole, please come to 
order, and the member for York Centre as well. 
_ Mr Sorbara: She could have done it seven months 
ago. 
) The Speaker: The member for York Centre, come 
to order. Had the minister concluded her remarks? 
Supplementary. 
Mrs Sullivan: I want to remind the minister that 
under the Solid Waste Interim Steering Committee pro- 
cess, Environmental Protection Act proceedings under the 
Environmental Assessment Board would have been re- 
quired for those sites, the process would have commenced 
last autumn and there would not have been a garbage gap 
had she not taken the stand she has taken and made the 
decisions she has made. 

The minister has clearly stated that municipalities are 
being directed to implement expansions at both Keele and 
Britannia Road under her emergency orders. The studies 
and public involvement are a farce, given the decisions she 
has already made. The ministry paper, which was released 
today, states that the gap will last for two and a half years 
and is liable in fact to continue on until at least 1997. 

Her gap strategy is duplicitous. It is not clear how she 
will meet the gap. Are only two expansions planned? What 
size will they be? The cabinet document I released yester- 
day indicated there would be two lifts each at Britannia 
and at Keele Valley, one of 3 million tons and one of 5 
million tons. 

I want to ask the minister if she will come clean and 
tell this House and the people of Ontario exactly and spe- 
cifically what steps she will be taking to meet the garbage 
gap that she has indicated existed and that she created. 
1450 

Hon Mrs Grier: There is something missing from the 
preamble to the member’s question. She fails to acknowl- 
edge that the site at Britannia is scheduled to close in 
March 1992, so for the region of Peel the gap starts next 
March. 


Mrs Caplan: You are totally incompetent on this one. 
You have no credibility left at all. You created the problem. 

The Speaker: The member for Oriole, please come to 
order. 

Hon Mrs Grier: That is an issue that has to be ad- 
dressed and that I have addressed. How long the gap will 
last, how high the lifts will be is entirely dependent on how 
successful all the people in all the institutions within the 
GTA are in reducing and reusing waste. That is the primary 
strategy. I was delighted to see in Metropolitan Toronto 
today in the Toronto Star the works committee feeling— 


Mrs Caplan: You have no strategy. 

The Speaker: The member for Oriole, come to order. 
Some hon members: Throw her out. 

The Speaker: Order. 


Mr Stockwell: Prancing around Metro two years ago; 
yap, yap, yap and nothing has happened. 

The Speaker: The member for Etobicoke West, come 
to order as well. Is it difficult to guess this is the last day? I 
would very much appreciate it if all members in the as- 
sembly, and particularly those who find it quite difficult to 
come to order, could practise a little extra restraint so that 
we can get through question period and on with our public 
business. 


Mr Sorbara: We asked her to do an EPA last November. 
The Speaker: I am asking you to come to order. 


Mrs Sullivan: I also want to remind the minister that 
even with the most ambitious 3R programs, which we sup- 
port, there will still be massive amounts of garbage to be 
dealt with. The garbage gap she has created through four 
different announcements of four different action plans over 
a period of nine months—they are not going to be able to 
deal with it. 

The 24 May document, which I introduced in the 
House yesterday, indicated that shipping of garbage out- 
side of the boundaries of the greater Toronto area was a 
component of her strategy. The paper released today does 
not address transportation of waste up front. It is hidden. 
Through creative writing and weasel words, the minister 
has left this door open.“Transportation of waste may be 
considered a feasible option,” it says on page 19. 

Will the minister confirm directly, will she come clean, 


that in fact she is still considering flip-flopping and allow- 


ing the GTA waste to be shipped outside of the region’s 
boundaries, and will she also inform this House what com- 
munities are now being considered to be the recipients of 
that waste? 

Hon Mrs Grier: As I indicated yesterday, the submis- 
sion the member has obtained was a list of all feasible 
options. For the last several months a team in my ministry 
has been canvassing all possible options. Transportation is 
indeed a feasible option. It is not my policy. What I have 
announced today are two lifts. 

I would like to address this fiction that somehow the 
gap was of my creation. I would like members of the 
Legislature to recall that the previous government called it 
an interim site policy and was planning for a six-year gap. 
I am planning for a nine-month gap. 


GOVERNMENT SPENDING 


Mr Harris: I have a question for the Premier. He is 
quoted in this morning’s Toronto Star as saying, “If any- 
body thinks they’ve got a better solution or a quicker an- 
swer, I’d like to know what it is.” 

Mr Sorbara: Resign. 

Mr Harris: Aside from the Liberal suggestion to re- 
sign, which I think has great merit, but is not something I 
would say on the last day of the House—the Premier 
knows that—I have, I believe, put forward a dazzling array 
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of suggestions as to how he could cut government spend- 
ing. I did so in the campaign. I have done so ever since. I 
have offered to work with him in a non-partisan way to set 
priorities so that we can cut expenditures and the need for 
taxes and deficits. 

I would like to ask the Premier about one of those in 
particular. On 20 March 1991, I called for a 2% cap on 
civil servants’ wages in the public sector, something that 
could be recovered by the civil servants themselves after 
the recession was over so they would not fall behind. I laid 
that proposal out, something that would have saved nearly 
$1 billion in this recessionary year. I called on him to 
implement that restraint program, not-as draconian as 
many provinces have done but similar to every other prov- 
ince in this country. Can the Premier tell me why he ig- 
nored and rejected that suggestion? 


Hon Mr Rae: First of all, since it is the last day, I will 
not be as mean to the leader of the third party as he has 
been to me. I am not that kind of guy. 

I will say to the honourable member that I would not in 
my wildest moments, of which I still have one or two, 
dream of ignoring a suggestion from the honourable mem- 
ber. In particular, I want to say to the honourable member 
that with respect to expenditures of the government, when it 
comes to operating expenses, we have restrained those to 2%. 

With respect to the question of public sector wage set- 
tlements, I can tell the honourable member that we have 
already started discussions with public sector interests, 
both on the employer side and the employee side, about 
the realities of the recession and we have already begun 


discussions with them about the fact that the picture for © 


1992-93, in terms of wage settlements, is going to be very 
different from that of 1991-92. The forecasts for inflation 
are different and our overall strategies obviously have to 
reflect that. 


Mr Harris: I regret that we have missed a year with 
that, but I will applaud the move if there is restraint, any 
time. 

Let me tell members another one that I talked about 
last fall where the private sector was ready, willing and 
able to co-operate with government to provide both short- 
term and long-term solutions. On 1 November 1990, I en- 
dorsed a proposal by the province’s rental housing industry 
to make 20,000 units available to families presently on 
social housing waiting lists, enough to virtually eliminate 
the waiting lists. In addition to helping solve the supply 
problem in this province, this proposal would have cost 
taxpayers 75% less than the current cost of government 
and taxpayer assisted units for those requiring assistance in 
affording shelter. 

Can the Premier tell me, other than the fact that the 
private sector was involved, why he ignored this sugges- 
tion to provide housing units to the needy at 25% of the 
cost? 


Hon Mr Rae: Again, if I can just correct the honour- 
able member, we have not ignored his proposals at all. The 
Suggestion that has come forward from the private sector 
and the suggestion that has come from the honourable 
member today— 
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Mr Harris: Not today; 1 November. 

Hon Mr Rae: Well, 1 November when it was made— 
is one which obviously the Ministry of Housing has 
looked at and has been examining. We have expanded the 
rent supplement program to a considerable extent, and if I 
might add, whenever we have done it, it has been criticized 
by the Housing critic for the Conservative Party. I would 
say to the member that we have also taken the road of 
saying that we want to add to the general supply situation 
and that is exactly what we are doing. To say that we have. 
ignored these suggestions would not be an accurate statement. 

Mr Harris: The record pretty well speaks for itself. 
All private sector projects, or a lot of them, are being held 
up. The Premier is offering no shelter subsidies to people 
to live in them and move into them. Instead, he preferred 
the government-assisted, government-owned, non-profit at 
four times the cost. His government’s belief in government 
doing it alone is costing taxpayers billions of dollars. His 
unwillingness to co-operate with the private sector is cost- 
ing Ontario thousands of jobs. . 

On 20 December 1990, I offered a solution for the 
hundreds, indeed thousands of children who go to school 
hungry. A year ago, he believed in the need for and the 
merits of a breakfast program. Why has he not contacted 
the private sector, which initiated this program, a solution 
which it says, through volunteers, through private sector 
contributions, can be provided at no cost to the taxpayer? I 
raised that on 20 December. I have asked repeatedly why 
he will not allow the private sector to do what it can do 
and put a breakfast program in place for hungry children. 
To date, they have not been contacted. We have no initia- 
tive on his part on this. Now that the last day of school is 
over, why did he ignore that suggestion to provide assis- 
tance to hungry children at no cost to the taxpayer? 
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Hon Mr Rae: Although I do not have time to go 
through them all, I would say very directly to the honour- 
able member that some of the statements he makes—the 
statement he made on the minimum wage. What the minis- 
ter announced today was entirely in keeping with the poli- 
cies we put forward during the election campaign for a 
staged implementation of the increases in the minimum 
wage. 

I am very sceptical of someone who comes forward 
and says, “We can do this for nothing.” The reality is that 
school boards are working on these questions. The ques- 
tion of hunger in schools is one which is of tremendous 
concern to us. 


Mr Harris: I didn’t say “nothing.” I said at no cost to 
the taxpayer. 


Hon Mr Rae: No cost to the taxpayer. Our experience 
is that there is no free lunch and there is no free breakfast 
either. Therefore, the Minister of Education is working 
with school boards. We are very concerned about the im- 
pact hunger is having on our kids. Of course we are trying - 
to respond to it, but do not pretend it can be done free, 
because it cannot be done free. 


Mr Harris: I suggest to the Premier that the only thing 
that is staged is the rhetoric and the press conferences, with 
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very little in the way of action. The Premier and the Trea- 
surer keep saying that is not true. I have heard the Trea- 
surer say on 50 occasions, “The opposition never gives us 
any good ideas.” I have given them hundreds of good 
ideas. I mentioned three today, and they do not listen to 
them. 


Hon Mr Cooke: And only 15% of them have been 
right. 

Mr Harris: If they took 1% of them, they would be 
better off than they are today. 


GARBAGE DISPOSAL 


Mr Harris: In today’s press release from the Minister 
of the Environment, she says, “The prospect of having 
nowhere to dispose of waste is too great a risk to the 
health, environment and economy of the regions.” There is 
a place where the minister and the regions may be able to 
dispose of waste. The Kirkland Lake proposal seemed to 
me to be a commonsense solution endorsed by about 99% 
of all the mayors and reeves in northeastern Ontario. It 
would create new jobs in the recycling industry, an indus- 
try for which the minister professes her support. Unless 
more garbage than is generated in all of northern Ontario 
is available, the economics do not justify the latest in the 
most available up-to-date technology. 

Why did the minister dismiss the Kirkland Lake pro- 
posal out of hand, without examining the merits and with- 
out permitting a full environmental assessment to proceed 
on that proposal? 

Hon Mrs Grier: Kirkland Lake was one of a number 
of proposals that were being considered for sites all across 
the province—not just Kirkland Lake. Kirkland Lake was 
one; Plympton was another; Marmora was another. We all 
know where they were. The principle of this government’s 
policies to deal with waste management is that we have to 
try to dispose of the waste as close as possible to the 
source of generation. If we do not, we will not get serious 
about reduction and reuse, which has to be the basis of 
waste management, resource management, within this 
province and within our entire society. That was the deci- 
sion of this government. That was the only environmental 
decision. 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Would the minister take her seat? 
Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. I remind the member for Oriole 
that if any member of the assembly is a cause of disorder, 
that member may be named by the Speaker. 

Mr Harris: Once again I suggest to the minister that 
we keep seeing her lips moving but we hear the words of 
the member for St Catharines coming out. The minister 
has done one flip-flop after another. In her response to my 
question, she said the most important, number one, top- 
notch criterion is that it must be as close to the generation 
as possible. I thought number one was the protection of the 
environment. I thought we were looking for the safest site 
that made the most sense for the environment. 

Can the minister tell me how proceeding with lifts at 
Keele and Britannia without an environmental assessment 
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is more environmentally sound than safely shipping waste 
to a community that wants it for recycling purposes and is 
prepared, ready, willing and able to go through a full envi- 
ronmental assessment right now? 


Hon Mrs Grier: There seems to be an incredible pre- 
sumption that the environmental assessment process which 
was being undertaken for sites in northern Ontario and all 
across northern Ontario would have turned up Kirkland 
Lake. There is no guarantee that would have happened, yet 
the member seems to believe that is the only site the waste 
could have gone to. 

Three members of the third party have now said to me 
that what they are hearing is what they heard from my 
predecessor. There are many statements of my predecessor 
with which I am glad to associate myself, but the solid 
waste interim steering committee process that led to new 
greenfield sites under a short-circuited approval process, 
namely, the Environmental Protection Act, and the ship- 
ping of waste to northern Ontario and other parts was 
nothing that has ever come from my lips. It came fully 
from the member for St Catharines. 

Mr Harris: Subsection 5(3) of the Environmental As- 
sessment Act states: 

“An environmental assessment submitted to the minis- 
ter...shall consist of, 

“(a) a description of the purpose of the undertaking; 

“(b) a description of and a statement of the rationale 
for, 

“(i) the undertaking, 

“(ii) the alternative methods of carrying out the under- 
taking, and 

“(iii) the alternatives to the undertaking.” 

The Environmental Assessment Act states that all sites 
have to be considered and the best solution is the one that 
must be selected. How can the minister rule out sending 
waste to Kirkland Lake, outside the GTA, when the EA act 
stipulates that all alternatives must be explored? Would she 
not agree with me that she is in violation of the Environ- 
mental Assessment Act in eliminating a possible solution 
that may indeed be the most environmentally sensitive? 
But we will never know unless it is allowed to compete 
and go up against the Britannia site and the Keele site. 


Hon Mrs Grier: I disagree profoundly. 


Mr Mahoney: I would like to address my question to 
the Minister of the Environment as well. Actually, I feel 
some sympathy for the minister. I am sure, given her back- 
ground as a municipal politician and her background as a 
critic of the Environment ministries and ministers in the 
past, she cannot help but be terribly embarrassed by this 
turn of events, by the leaked cabinet document that was 
signed by her that she then dismissed as out of date and 
irrelevant. 

I listened to her yesterday say she will solve the prob- 
lem. Today we have a statement where she says she is 
going to require regional governments to undertake de- 
tailed studies of the environmental impacts on Britannia 
and Keele Valley and that she will ensure that the maxi- 
mum degree of public consultation is carried out through 
public liaison committees representing communities adjacent 
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to the two sites. The minister will know we have the 
mayor of Mississauga and the chairman of Peel here today. 


The Speaker: Would the member place his question, 
please. 
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Mr Mahoney: What advice would the minister have 
for Mayor McCallion and Chairman Bean when they at- 
tend these public meetings in Britannia, in the community 
with all of the residents surrounding it, to announce to 
them that they have not an environmental impact study but 
an engineering study, which has been bought and paid for, 
which is sitting here, and ask these people if they will 
comment on more garbage in their backyard put there by 
her? She derailed their process when it was well on its 
way. 

The Speaker: Would the member conclude his ques- 
tion, please. 


Mr Mahoney: What advice does she have that will 
help these people deal with the public? 


Hon Mrs Grier: The member seems to have lost 
track of time. The process that was under way that would 
have found a site in Peel would not have found a site in 
time to meet the gap. 


Interjection. 


The Speaker: If the member for Oriole continues to 
be disruptive, she will leave the Speaker with no alterna- 
tive but to name her. I ask the member once again to come 
to order and allow the minister the opportunity to respond. 


Hon Mrs Grier: The shortfall in capacity in the re- 
gion of Peel has been well known for the past several 
years. The process that was under way would not have 
addressed that gap and the region of Peel would have 
found itself, regardless of who was the Minister of the 
Environment, in March 1992—in fact, they anticipated 
finding themselves in that situation in September 1990, but 
we have extended that to March 1992. 

The problem exists, and it has to be dealt with. I have 
dealt with it in the best possible way, given the options 
open to me. Of course it would have been nice to have had 
an environmental assessment. The member knows as well 
as I do that you cannot have an environmental assessment 
in six months. 


Interjection. 
The Speaker: Would the member for Halton Centre 
come to order. 


Hon Mrs Grier: If we had started on 1 September we 
would not have had an environmental assessment com- 
pleted by March— 


Interjection. 

The Speaker: Order. Would the minister take her seat, 
please. 

Oh, it is warm in here—no air-conditioning and the 
humidity is high. 

I suspect that the member who asked the question re- 
ally wanted to hear a response and wanted to place a sup- 
plementary within an appropriate time frame. 


Mr Mahoney: My supplementary has to do with the 
fact that people in Britannia were promised in 1977 that it 
would be a 12-year site. The region of Peel, with respect, 
was well on its way to living up to that promise, at least 
coming close. Now it has not got a chance, due to the 
minister pulling the plug. 

On page 3 of the document she released today she talks 
about the Interim Waste Authority. This is really scary. If 
the problem of just adding a lift into Britannia is bad, this 
is really scary. She talks about the Interim Waste Authority 
Ltd being established to find three landfill sites. “The 
searches will follow the principles of the environmental 
assessment process.” 

I know she has principles, and if we do not like them, 
she has others. I understand that and I am very concerned. 
We do not want her just following her fabricated, made-up 
principles. We want the minister living up to the rules— 


The Speaker: And the question, please. 


Mr Mahoney: —under the environmental assessment 
process. Will she ensure that the next dumpsite she is tell- . 
ing the interim Waste Authority Ltd to find will go under 
the full process? 


Hon Mrs Grier: Yes, I will. As the member knows, 
we have under way a process for amending the Environ- 
mental Assessment Act and finding ways in which the act 
can be made more effective and more cost-effective and 
timely. The legislation I will introduce next fall will em- 
body within it the amendments to the Environmental As- 
sessment Act that are contemplated under the EA process 
and will set out very clearly the environmental assessment 
process that will be followed for the long-term sites. That is 
my commitment and the commitment of this government. 


Mrs Marland: My question is to the Premier. If this 
is what the GTA is all about, obviously it should be abol- 
ished. The Premier stood on the sites of these landfills 
during the election and was shown on TV across this prov- 
ince promising those people there would be no expansion 
to these landfill sites without a full environmental assess- 
ment. I ask him today: When he made those statements, 
was he lying? Was he stupid? Did he not understand the 
implications of what he— 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. I ask the House to come to 
order. I appreciate very much that members have worked 
extremely hard for many months and they are tired. They 
attend dutifully every day. I realize that members who do 
not normally use the vocabulary which I have just heard 
would not under most circumstances use that vocabulary. I 
would ask the member if she could rephrase her question. 


Mrs Marland: I am not accusing the Premier of 
lying. I am simply asking him, when he made those prom- 
ises to the people of Ontario on national TV across this” 
province, was he lying? I am asking him to tell us today 
what he is going to do with the garbage gap when the 
people in those municipalities take him to court and issue 
injunctions and we have two years in court. We will not 
have a solution to solve this garbage gap. This Premier is — 
responsible— | 
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The Speaker: You have concluded your question. 

Hon Mr Rae: I heard the question carefully and I can 
tell the honourable member that I have known her too long 
to respond to her question in the spirit in which it was 
asked. I will have to respond in a slightly different way. 

I would say to the honourable member that the situation— 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. I really do not think having a 
shouting match is any way to ask questions or to respond 
‘to them. If the members of the third party would like to 
hear an answer, they will have to listen. 


Hon Mr Rae: I would say to the honourable member 
that the situation we faced after 6 September was one of 
enormous difficulty. If we had carried out the policy of the 
previous government, we would have faced a situation 
where we were not simply adding on to existing sites but 
were in fact building new sites on greenfield land in two 
places, in the east end of the GTA and the west end of the 
GTA, without a full EPA and with a similar prospect of 
challenges in court and so on, and therefore still a substan- 
tial gap, a garbage gap left to us by the delays under the 
previous administration. 


Mrs Caplan: That is not true. 


Hon Mr Rae: That is true. That is a simple reality. We 
can show members the numbers and the projections. That 
is simply the case. Faced with a difficult choice, we have 
what we feel is the most environmentally sound proposal 
that can be made in the circumstances we inherited on 6 
September. 

Mr Cousens: The Premier has put this House into a 
difficult position where the member for Mississauga South 
has come close to saying something that she should not 
say, but she is touching on a nerve that is really part of the 
trust that got him elected as Premier and his government 
elected. I cannot think of anything else, and I am leading 
to this issue of trust, the fundamental— 


The Speaker: Is there a question? 
Interjections. 
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Mr Cousens: Oh, come on. If they come along and 
play the games—we are talking now about why they got 
elected, and why they got elected has to do with what the 
Premier said when he was the Leader of the Opposition. 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. In a moment I will ask the mem- 
ber for Markham to succinctly place a question, but before 
so doing—would the member take his seat, please. 

I spoke earlier to the member for Mississauga South 
because although that is, quite frankly, a borderline re- 
mark, I believe it is in the best interest of the dignity of this 
House for members not to use the word “lying” in what- 
ever context. If they would please try to avoid that vocabu- 
lary, it does nothing to enhance the dignity of our chamber. 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: Yes, we might very well have to take a 
‘break. Would the member for Markham succinctly place a 
question. 


Mr Cousens: What did the Premier say, as Leader of 
the Opposition, when he was within spitting distance of 
the garbage dumps, about what he was going to do when 
and if he was Premier,-about those garbage sites? 

Hon Mr Rae: I would say to the honourable member, 
and say it very directly to him, that we were faced with a 
very difficult choice. I will put the choices to him. 

We could have proceeded with the Liberal plan, which 
would have meant a number of things. First of all, it would 
have meant building new sites without a proper environ- 
mental assessment, greenfield sites. It would have meant 


enormous uncertainty with respect to other so-called long- 


term solutions that in our view did not deal with the 3R 
program. 

Instead, what have we done? We have started the most 
aggressive 3R program anywhere in North America. That 
is what is going to be under way and that is what we think 
is going to help us to solve the problem. What we are 
doing is to continue on that path, faced with enormously 
difficult choices. There are no easy or magic choices in 
this area. The minister has made the tough choices that we 
feel in the circumstances simply have to be made. 


FISH AND WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT 


Mr Duignan: A number of events in my riding have 
made me very concerned about the impact of development 
on some rivers, on the fish habitat in areas in my riding 
and indeed in the region of Halton. Two rivers come to 
mind, Sixteen Mile Creek and Bronte Creek. Can the min- 
ister explain what steps have been taken to make sure the 
fish habitat is being protected? 


Hon Mr Wildman: This is an important question. As 
the member will know, the ministry has been involved for 
some time in the development of the strategic plan for 
Ontario fisheries, second phase. That highlights the need 
for greater action to protect fish habitat in the province and 
restore lakes and rivers to a healthy status through partner- 
ship and co-operation with industry, government agencies, 
client groups and the public. Once the evaluation measures 
are developed and implemented, we will be looking to- 
wards reporting on the health of aquatic ecosystems 
throughout the province. 


Mr Duignan: Could the minister please indicate who 
is involved in the development of this strategy? 


Hon Mr Wildman: There was a very widespread 
consultation process in the development of SPOF 2. There 
were 42 groups representing a wide spectrum of opinion: 
environmental protection groups, industry and develop- 
ment organizations, various ministries of the federal and 
provincial governments, aboriginal groups, hunters and an- 
glers, tourist outfitters, the fish producers and so on. They 
all have very strong support for the public consultation 
process. It was one of the most successful government 
programs so far and we look forward to developing the 
SPOF program along the lines that were suggested and the 
consensus that was reached among these groups. 
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FREEDOM OF INFORMATION 
AND PROTECTION OF PRIVACY 


Mr Offer: On 15 November 1990, when discussing 
the merits of open government, the Premier was quoted as 
saying, “I don’t see why the public should not get hold of 
more government information.” In the same article, the 
Chairman of Management Board confirmed that she was 
actively working on legislation that would guarantee civil 
servants indemnity if they “blew the whistle” and went 
public with government information. 

For years the NDP have strongly advocated the protec- 
tion of civil servants’ right to divulge information when 
that is in the best public interest. The most vocal of these 
was the now Minister of the Environment, particularly 
when she was defending the rights of employees to di- 
vulge information in order to protect the environment. 


My question is to the Minister of the Environment. 
Could she please tell this House if she is committed to the 
protection of civil servants’ rights and what actions she is 
taking as the Minister of the Environment to ensure these 
rights will be entrenched? 


Hon Mrs Grier: I will refer that question to the 
Chairman of Management Board. 


Hon Ms Lankin: We are completely committed to 
moving in this direction. I have had people within the 
Human Resources Secretariat, in combination with the 
people from the freedom of information and protection of 
privacy branch of the commission, working on developing 
some option papers for us to consider. 

The member will recall that we released a consultation 
paper on political activity rights which. will involve 
amendments to the Public Service Act. We had given con- 
sideration to whether or not the changes that would bring 
about whistle-blowing protection should be in the Public 
Service Act. We are contemplating right now whether it 
should actually be in the Freedom of Information and Pro- 
tection of Privacy Act. We are moving forward on it and I 
hope to have a document I can release for consultation 
some time later this summer or early fall. 


Mr Offer: I am somewhat distressed that the Minister 
of the Environment would not have seen fit, in terms of 
her previous commitment, to respond to this question. I am 
sure the minister will know that a number of senior civil 
servants are somewhat disgusted at the NDP’s cowardice 
in condemning ministry staff, therein avoiding their own 
ministerial responsibilities. Right now, there are literally 
thousands of civil servants who are completely unsure of 
where they stand with her government. 


To compound this rampant confusion, we have been 
led to believe that as a result of yesterday’s cabinet docu- 
ment disclosures, the Minister of the Environment is con- 
sidering calling for a police investigation to find out the 
identity of the offending civil servant. 


Can the minister commit today to inquiring of the Min- 
ister of the Environment why she would even consider 
calling for a police investigation into this matter? Does her 
government, does she and does the Minister of the Envi- 
ronment honestly feel that bringing in police is consistent 
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with the type of whistle-blowing reforms that she so fer- 
vently advocates today? 


Hon Ms Lankin: At this point, I will not comment on 
a police matter with respect to cabinet documents. I will 
say to the member very directly that we are absolutely 
committed to whistle-blowing protection that will allow 
civil servants to bring forward information of wrongdoing 
in government. 

We will really look forward to having the comments of — 
the member opposite and of the third party with respect to 
the consultation paper when we release it. I think there are 
a number of issues that need to be addressed. In fact, how 
do you define wrongdoing? How do people have their 
rights protected? Should the freedom of information 
branch have a special commission that will deal with that? 
There are very important issues there. 

I will reiterate to the member that we are absolutely 
committed to bringing this legislation forward, hopefully 
in the fall session. I invite their comments on the consulta- 
tion paper. 
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PURCHASE OF HYDRO PLANT 


Mr Jordan: My question is for the Minister of En- 
ergy. As the minister knows, 30 June is only three days 
away. That was the deadline she gave the House for On- 
tario Hydro to settle the question of purchasing the Smoky 
Falls power plant from the Spruce Falls Power and Paper 
Co. Given the minister’s commitment to generating power 
from non-nuclear sources and the fact that a government 
committee has been working for months to finalize this 
commitment and during that time the minister has taken 
control of Ontario Hydro, could she tell the House today 
what her plans are in the next three days to finalize that 
deal at Kapuskasing? 


Hon Ms Carter: I defer to the Minister of Northern 
Development. 


Hon Miss Martel: It has been my ministry that has 
had the lead in this all along, so it seems very appropriate 
to me to be trying to deal with the question. As the mem- 
ber will know, we have been in intensive negotiations with 
a number of stakeholders in this. At this point in time I am 
not in a position to release the details to the House. 


Mr Eves: I would remind the ministers involved that 
we are at the 11th hour in these negotiations to save 1,200 
jobs. The same government that criticizes other govern- 
ments for rolling the dice and waiting till the 11th hour is 
doing the same thing itself. 

We heard today from the Minister of the Environment 
that she is prepared to waive the environmental assessment 
process with respect to the GTA, yet we have never heard 
from this government where it stands on Ontario Hydro’s 
committed purchase of the Smoky Falls power plant and 
the Spruce Falls Power and Paper Co. We have not heard 
why the government will not allow Ontario Hydro to pro- 
ceed with its purchase, to assume the responsibility for 
whatever the ramifications of the environmental assess- 
ment process are and save those 1,200 jobs in Kapuskas- 
ing. The minister has three more days to do it. She should 
stand up and do it today. 
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Hon Miss Martel: I am certainly interested in the 
support the member has shown for this, but he will know, 
as I responded to a question from the member from the 
Liberal Party last week, that we have said we had a pro- 
posal we wanted to put forward to all of the stakeholders 
which would involve a shared risk. We were at that time 
involved in the negotiations and have continued to look at 
that, trying to deal with those shareholders so we would all 
share that risk. 

The member also knows—and I will remind him and 
all the members—that part of that contract was that the 
deal would go through based on the positive response of 
the environmental assessment. I would remind the member 
that the environmental assessment has not occurred. 

As I said earlier, in response to the comment from the 
member who raised the question, we continue with the 
negotiations. We are very cognizant of the uncertainty in 
the community. We have been working non-stop on this 
for many months. He has no idea how much work has 
gone into it. As soon as we have a response we will be 
pleased to release it to the public. 


ALGOMA STEEL CORP 


Mr Martin: Last week I asked the Minister of Munic- 
ipal Affairs what he was going to do in view of Algoma 
Steel Corp’s inability to pay its taxes to the city of Sault 
Ste Marie. He assured me there was going to be some 
action taken. Today we find out that they are also not 
going to be able to pay their taxes to the municipality of 
Wawa, which amounts to the sizeable amount of money of 
$200,000 now and possibly $200,000 in September. 

What I ask the minister today is, could he give me a 
status update on the Sault Ste Marie situation and what is 
he going to do about Wawa? 

Hon Mr Cooke: I can indicate to the member that the 
Ministry of Municipal Affairs is meeting with officials in 
Wawa today about their situation. As I indicated to the 
member last week, we were meeting with individuals from 
Sault Ste Marie. It is my understanding from talking to 
officials in my ministry that there has been an understand- 
ing by the Ministry of Municipal Affairs that Sault Ste 
Marie will qualify for assistance from the Ministry of Mu- 
nicipal Affairs of approximately the $3.5-million level 
from the ministry directly to Sault Ste Marie. 

Mr Martin: The same as last week, I would like to 
know, re Wawa, what kind of time frame we are looking 
at, because as Sault Ste Marie was in a difficult situation, 
Wawa is too and would like some assurance that it is going 
to happen as quickly. 

Hon Mr Cooke: We understand the very difficult cir- 
cumstances and we moved very quickly with Sault Ste 
Marie. We will be moving just as quickly with Wawa. 


DEMOCRATIC PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION 
CONFERENCE 
Mr Bradley: I have a question for the Chairman of 
Management Board of Cabinet. In response to an Orders 
and Notices question from the member for Renfrew North, 
the Chairman of Management Board revealed that the 
NDP had spent $15,000 of the taxpayers’ money for a 
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weekend retreat for 52 NDP political staff and others at 
Glendon College. This is where they would be instructed 
in learning how to run governments by members of the mili- 
tant Bennite fringe flown in from London, England, ex- 
pressly for the education of the minister and her colleagues. 

Does the minister, who has expressed grave concern 
over the wasted expenditures of some of her cabinet col- 
leagues, now share the doubts of many in the community 
as to the propriety of the expenditure at this time? 


Hon Ms Lankin: I am very surprised at the character- 
ization that the member for St Catharines gives to the re- 
sponse I provided. First of all, he indicates that this was 
some weekend retreat. This was a conference on democ- 
racy in government. The characterization he gives to the 
varied speakers who came to speak to that conference is 
very unfortunate. He talks about 52 political staff having 
attended. There were 52 attendees, of whom we listed all 
of the names in the response. Clearly there are civil ser- 
vants of all levels as well as political staff in ministers’ 
offices and ministers, myself included, who attended. 

In terms of the money that was provided, this was 
provided as the registration fee and attendance between 
Cabinet Office and Management Board of Cabinet to par- 
ticipate jointly with York University in the sponsoring of 
this conference. I think it is entirely an appropriate expen- 
diture. It is one I think serves the province well. I attended 
the conference myself and found it of tremendous use in 
terms of the information that was provided and in terms of 
a number of the people who were involved in the confer- 
ence from the civil service. The information they have 
brought back— 


The Speaker: Would the minister conclude her remarks. 


Hon Ms Lankin: Yes, Mr Speaker, I will conclude 
my remarks. 

The information they have brought back and have in- 
cluded in discussions that we have had about policy devel- 
opment, about consultation, I think has been very helpful 
and, as I said, it serves the people of the province well. 


Mr Bradley: It is interesting to note that while the 
NDP government rejects that part of the British heritage 
associated with the Queen, it leapt up to shell out 
taxpayers’ money to learn at the knees of a group which 
was expelled from the British Labour Party for advocating 
and pursuing militant and destructive socialism in Britain. 

In the order paper response, the minister said the 
$15,000 she paid for the seminar covered participation fees 
for her colleagues and herself. However, I have in my hand 
the letter. of invitation to the event from the organizers, 
which states that there will not be any registration fee. 

Will the minister admit to the House that her govern- 
ment authorized the payment of $15,000 to subsidize the 
costs of flying in from England and housing and feeding 
these representatives of the Bennite fringe? 


Hon Ms Lankin: I never have any opposition to an- 
swering questions in the House, and I certainly do not 
mind answering the supplementary although we had run 
past the time. That is fine, and I appreciate your latitude 
with the member, Mr Speaker, to allow him to place the 
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supplementary, particularly because I think it is important 
to set the record straight. 

The conference we are talking about isa conference 
that was jointly sponsored by York University, the Cabinet 
Office and Management Board of Cabinet. It is a legiti- 
mate academic conference dealing with the issue of demo- 
cratic public administration. Democratic public 
administration is not some fringe concept as the member 
would imply. In fact, government often sponsors confer- 
ences of all sorts. In joining together with York University 
in terms of this particular conference, we indicated that we 
wanted a large number of people to participate from gov- 
ernment, from the civil service, and there were some polit- 
ical staff and ministers, as I said, including myself who 
attended the conference and who learned greatly. 


Given it is the last day, I will give the member a little 
latitude. He is normally very reasoned and his un- 
characteristic behaviour in terms of the characterization of 
this is understandable. School is almost out. 


1540 
MINISTER’S OFFICE 


Mr Scott: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: It is sim- 
ilar to the one I raised yesterday. I sought to ask the Minis- 
ter of Community and Social Services to stay while I made 
the point. I told her what it was about and she ran out. This 
is the second time the minister has given an undertaking to 
the House to answer—here she is. 


Two days ago, the Minister of Community and Social 
Services gave an undertaking to answer in question period 
my questions about the purchase of a rug for her board- 
room and other decorations and furnishings purchased to, 
we understand, a total of slightly under $120,000. 


She was unable to achieve that undertaking yesterday. 
She undertook to respond in question period today. She did 
not do so. I believe my privileges have been infringed by 
the failure of the minister to answer a question in a setting 
in which an opposition member can ask about it. 


The Speaker: There is nothing in the standing orders 
which would allow the Speaker to compel— 


Mr Scott: It has to do with integrity, an undertaking to 
the House. 


The Speaker: Did the member wish to hear my 
response? 


Mr Scott: You are not mad at me, are you? 


The Speaker: Who could be upset with you? 


There is nothing the Speaker can look to in the stand- 
ing orders to compel a minister of the crown to respond in 
the House. 


Mrs Caplan: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: You 
noted that during question period I was quite distressed 
with some of the behaviour from the government side of 
the House and was responding to it. I want you to know, 
Mr Speaker, as I rise on this point of order that it is very 
difficult for order to be maintained in the House when, as 
we know, certain words are unacceptable to be used be- 
cause one should not impute motives. 
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For a minister to stand in this House and make a com- 
mitment and say she is going to do something and then not 
do it does not serve this House well. 


The Speaker: Will the member take her seat. 
PETITIONS 


LANDFILL SITE 


Mrs Marland: I have a petition to the Legislative As- 
sembly of Ontario containing several thousand names. The 
petition reads as follows: 

“T live in the community surrounding the Britannia 
landfill and I strongly oppose any expansion of the site. I 
demand the closure of the site no later than 31 December 
1991, as promised.” 

I am happy to add my signature to this petition with 
several thousand names of concerned Citizens. 


OATH OF ALLEGIANCE 


Mr Jackson: It is my privilege to present in honour of 
Canada Day this petition bearing several thousand signa- 
tures to the Legislature of Ontario: 


“Whereas the government of Bob Rae has placed our 
heritage in danger, and whereas we live in a constitutional 
monarchy, and whereas the symbol of our national unity 
and identity has been removed, 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislature of On- 
tario as follows: 

“To immediately restore the name of Her Majesty the 
Queen to the oath of allegiance sworn by police officers in 
Ontario.” 

I have wholeheartedly supported this resolution and 
affixed my signature to it. 


TAXATION 


Mr Brown: [have a petition to the Parliament of Ontario, 
“Whereas our Canadian flag, our pride and heritage, is 
being taxed federally and provincially, but the American 
flag, the symbol of their pride and heritage, is not being 
taxed at all, I petition the Parliament of Ontario as follows: 


“To remove this unjust tax immediately and release the 
symbol of our heritage from the bonds of our tax system 
for Canada’s birthday 1991.” 


NURSING HOMES 


Mr Tilson: I wish to present a petition of 143 signa- 
tures from my riding of Dufferin-Peel concerning a fear of 
a deterioration of long-term care in Ontario. I have affixed 
my name to it. 

“Whereas we, the residents, families and staff of Ava- 
lon Care Centre, are very concerned about the funding 
inequities of nursing homes in the province of Ontario; 


“Whereas it is our understanding that the government 
funds homes for the aged at a much higher rate than nurs- 
ing homes and as a result many nursing homes may face 
bankruptcy; : 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Ontario as follows.” | 
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CHILD CARE 


_ Mr Jackson: I have petitions signed by 16,000 On- 
tario residents to the government of Ontario. 
“We, the undersigned, request that the Minister of 
Community and Social Services take immediate action to 
rectify the further salary inequities announced by her Janu- 
ary 31, 1991 for early childhood educators. We believe that 
the principles of freedom of choice, pay equity and non- 
discrimination form the backbone of our democratic soci- 
ety. Furthermore, parents who use day care services in this 
province must retain the right to select the day care of their 
choice.” 
That is signed by 16,000 residents and it has my signa- 
ture of support. 


OATH OF ALLEGIANCE 


Mrs Sullivan: I have a petition from close to 100 resi- 
dents of Halton, as follows: 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Ontario as follows: 

“The assembly shall demand that the government of 
Ontario rescind its decision to eliminate the oath of alle- 

giance to the Queen of Canada for police officers who 
must uphold laws that are proclaimed in the name of Eliza- 
beth the Second.” 

I have affixed my signature to this petition and concur 
with it. 

Mr J. Wilson: I have a petition that is signed by a 

number of residents of the township of Essa and it is also 
endorsed by the council of the township of Essa through 
resolution. The petition reads as follows: 

“Whereas the Queen of Canada has long been a sym- 
bol of national unity for Canadians from all walks of life 
and from all ethnic backgrounds; 

“Whereas the people of Canada are currently facing a 
constitutional crisis which could potentially result in the 
breakup of the federation and are in need of unifying symbols; 

“We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the Legisla- 

tive Assembly of Ontario to restore the oath to the Queen 
for Ontario’s police officers.” 

_ Thave the pleasure of also affixing my signature to this 
‘petition. 


HOSPITAL BEDS 


Mr Winninger: I have a petition with 34 names af- 
fixed to it petitioning the provincial government in con- 
nection with the recent bed closings announced at 
University Hospital in London: 

__ “Whereas University Hospital is one of the province’s 
most expensive hospitals after accounting for the intensity 
of care, and closing beds will not increase the efficiency of 
University Hospital and it is unlikely that more money will 
be forthcoming from the province, therefore, we petition 
that an investigator be appointed under section 7 of the 
Public Hospitals Act to review the efficiency of University 
Hospital operations; to review the services programs of 
‘University Hospital in the context of London and south- 
west Ontario to ensure the least impact on the public; fi- 
| nally, recommending changes to keep University Hospital 
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within its budget allocation with the least impact on direct 
patient care and the number of people treated.” 


NURSING HOMES 


Mrs Sullivan: I have a petition addressed to the Leg- 
islative Assembly of Ontario which reads as follows: 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Ontario as follows: to initiate changes in the current 
conditions in Ontario nursing homes to better provide nur- 
turing care for the inhabitants thereof by: reducing the 
ratio of care giver-resident from 12 to 1 to 6 to 1 so as to 
alleviate stress resulting in dealing with chronic, full care 
people in a limited time frame; to reduce the occurrences 
of job-related accidents to staff and residents; to nurture a 
positive attitude in present depressing atmosphere; im- 
proved training methods for new health care aids; use fewer 
registered nursing assistants for nursing services to prevent 
the possibility of mistaken administration of medicine. 

“Whereas we, the undersigned, feel that the holistic 
needs of residents of nursing homes are not being met 
chiefly because of the denial of the government to meet 
the funding requirements of the nursing home establish- 
ments. This denial has resulted in severe staffing shortages 
causing decreased time allotted for residents, increased 
stress on both care giver and recipient, and increased the 
possibility of injury to both parties. In day care the ratio of 
child to care giver is 5 to 1. In some nursing homes the 
ratio is sometimes as high as 12 to 1 for chronic, full-care 
people. Because of this we feel justified in presenting this 
petition to compel the government of Ontario to more 
closely examine its reasons for the restriction in funding it 
has placed in this area.” 

I have attached my name to this petition. 
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SOCIAL SERVICES 


Mr Jackson: This is a petition to the government of 
Ontario: 

“We, the undersigned, petition the government as follows: 

“Yes, I demand that the Rae government act immedi- 
ately to introduce a social work act for Ontario. Without 
this urgently needed legislation, every member of the pub- 
lic in Ontario, including those most vulnerable and disfran- 
chised, remains at enormous and unnecessary risk. 

“Mr Rae, your government must act now. Building a 
strong Ontario for tomorrow is dependent on protecting 
the children and families of today.” 

I support a social worker act for Ontario, as do the 
several hundred names, and I have affixed my signature of 
support as well. 


REPORT BY COMMITTEE 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
AND ECONOMIC AFFAIRS 

Mr Wiseman from the standing committee on finance 
and economic affairs presented the committee’s report 
and moved its adoption. 

Mr Wiseman: This report is on cross-border shop- 
ping. I would like to thank all the members of the commit- 
tee for their participation and diligent work in bringing it 
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forward. I would also like to thank the researchers, Anne 
Anderson and David Rampersad, for their hard work. I 
would like to read just one section of this report to the 
House. 

“The committee heard from 18 witnesses. Following 
briefings by the Ministry of Industry, Trade and Technol- 
ogy, the Minister of Revenue and her senior officials, the 
Ministry of Agriculture and Food and staff from the legis- 
lative research service, a wide variety of experts and inter- 
ested parties made presentations to the committee to state 
their concerns and present the results of their studies. 
Every effort was made to include representation from as 
many sectors as possible, including retailers, distributors, 
consumers, the dairy industry and the Liquor Control 
Board of Ontario, as well as consultants in the field. The 
committee is appreciative of the thoughtful and eloquent 
testimony of the witnesses, and would like to thank those 
who took the time and so generously shared their concerns 
and expertise with the committee.” 


On motion by Mr Wiseman, the debate was adjourned. 
INTRODUCTION OF BILL 


FREEDOM OF INFORMATION AND 
PROTECTION OF PRIVACY 
STATUTE LAW AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT DES LOIS 
RELATIVES A LACCES A L’INFORMATION ET LA 
PROTECTION DE LA VIE PRIVEE 


Ms Lankin moved first reading of Bill 136, An Act to 
amend certain Acts relating to Freedom of Information 
and Protection of Privacy. 

M™¢ Lankin propose la premiére lecture du projet de 
loi 136, Loi portant modification de certaines lois relatives 
a |’accés a l’information et la protection de la vie privée. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 


Hon Ms Lankin: Very briefly, I would like to inform 
the House that this is a technical amendment to the legisla- 
tion. The main purpose of the bill is to provide for the 
Ministry of Labour to receive confidential information 
from the federal Hazardous Materials Information Review 
Commission about hazardous materials in the workplace. 

There is a review of the Freedom of Information and 
Protection of Privacy Act ongoing by committee. This will 
not at all interfere with that work and the review of the 
committee. But it is a technical exemption we need to have 
brought in at this point in order that the workplace hazard- 
ous materials information system regulations in Ontario 
can be effective and that the Ministry of Labour can re- 
ceive information and have information about trade secrets 
with respect to chemicals and those sorts of things held by 
the federal government. 


1557 
His Honour the Lieutenant Governor of Ontario en- 


tered the chamber of the Legislative Assembly and took 
his seat upon the throne. 
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ROYAL ASSENT 
SANCTION ROYALE 


Hon Mr Alexander: Pray be seated. 

The Speaker: May it please Your Honour, the Legis- 
lative Assembly of the province has, at its present sittings 
thereof, passed certain bills to which, in the name and on 
behalf of the said Legislative Assembly, I respectfully re- 
quest Your Honour’s assent. 

Clerk Assistant and Clerk of Committees: The fol- 
lowing are the titles of the bills to which Your Honour’s 
assent is prayed: 

Bill 25, An Act to amend the Planning Act, 1983 and 
the Land Titles Act. 

Bill 30, An Act to amend the Education Act. 

Bill 36, An Act to amend certain Acts respecting 
Assessment. 

Bill 66, An Act to amend the Police Services Act, 
1990. 

Projet de loi 66, Loi portant modification de la Lot 
de 1990 sur les services policiers. 

Bill 79, An Act to amend the Gasoline Tax Act in re- 
spect of Liability for Tax on Transfers of Gasoline, Avia- 
tion Fuel or Propane. 

Projet de loi 79, Loi portant modification de la Loi de 
la taxe sur l’essence concernant I’ assujettissement a la taxe 
lors de transferts d’essence, de carburant aviation ou de 
propane. 

Bill 82, An Act to establish the Treasury Board. 

Projet de loi 82, Loi créant le Conseil du Trésor. 

Bill 122, An Act to amend certain Acts related to 
Municipalities. 

Projet de loi 122, Loi portant modification de certaines 
lois concernant les municipalités. 

Bill Pr11, An Act to revive The Big Sisters Organiza- 
tion of The Regional Municipality of Sudbury. 

Bill Pr13, An Act respecting South Ottawa Services 
Foundation, Inc. 

Bill Pr31, An Act respecting the City of Ottawa. 

Bill Pr33, An Act respecting the City of Toronto. 

Bill Pr34, An Act respecting the City of Toronto. 

Bill Pr42, An Act to revive Magnum International Pro- 
ductions Inc. 

Bill Pr50, An Act respecting the City of Toronto. 

Bill Pr63, An Act respecting the City of Ottawa. 

Bill Pr65, An Act to revive Multimobile Corporation 
Limited. 

Bill Pr69, An Act to revive The May Court Club of 
Oakville. 

Bill Pr70, An Act respecting The Royal Conservatory 
of Music. 

Bill Pr71, An Act respecting The London Foundation. 

Bill Pr75, An Act respecting the City of Chatham. 

Bill Pr77, An Act respecting The Pe Srila of the 
Township of Chandos. 

Bill Pr82, An Act respecting the Town of Oakville. 


Clerk of the House: In Her Majesty’s name, His 
Honour the Lieutenant Governor doth assent to these bills. 

Au nom de Sa Majesté, Son Honneur le lieutenant- 
gouverneur sanctionne ces projets de loi. 
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HONOURABLE LINCOLN ALEXANDER 


Hon Mr Rae: Your Honour, I wonder if I might be 
permitted to say a few words. I know the leaders of the 
other parties will want to as well. We have had occasion 
and we will have occasion in more informal moments to 
pay our respects to you. I think I have done so three times 
already and I look forward to doing so on many more 
occasions before September. 

I simply want to say to you, Your Honour, that you 
have served Her Majesty and the people of the province 
with enormous distinction. This is a day for us of mixed 
emotions, because we know that in your heart of hearts, 
and certainly in your good wife’s, this is a moment at 
which you would like to perhaps have a little more time 
for yourself and your family. 

It has been my pleasure to know a great many people 
in public life and a great many people who have served the 
public, but I cannot think of anyone who has served the 
public, the people of the province and Her Majesty with 
more distinction, with more grace, with more courtesy and 
with more kindness to the people of the province. We are 
honoured that you acceded to the request made many years 
ago to fulfil the responsibilities of Lieutenant Governor. It 
is with great pride that I express on behalf of the govern- 
ment our very best wishes to you. We express to you our 
gratitude for what you have done and how much we are 
looking forward to your continued public service for the 
future of the province. 

A little less formally, I would also say to Your Honour 
that you have always displayed enormous humour, great 
humanity and great kindness. Our careers have crossed on 
a number of occasions, or our paths have crossed. We have 
never crossed swords. I have come to admire you a great 
deal when you and I were both private members in opposi- 
tion to the government of the day in 1978, when you be- 
came a minister of the crown, when you went on to 
become, through circumstances I will not dwell on, the 
chairman of the Workers’ Compensation Board and then 
on to serve the public as Lieutenant Governor. 
~. You have always done so with great dignity and kind- 
‘ness. I do not know anybody in politics who has more 
friends on all sides of the various Houses that you have 
served in than you do. As we all know, this is a business in 
which it is important to remember one’s friends over time 
and important always to cultivate friendship that crosses 
party lines. 

Sir, I want to express our deep gratitude as a govern- 
ment for your distinction, for your kindness and for your 
service and to say we wish you well. 


Mr Nixon: It is my great pleasure to express similar 
views from the official opposition and to thank you, sir, for 
your unfailing good humour and dignity as you carried out 
your duties over these many years. My connection with 
you, as you may recall, goes back a good long time to 
when we both attended McMaster University. In 1946 I, as 
a freshman, was admiring you from a distance because you 
were the football hero and I could not make the cheering 
squad. 

You went on, as all members of this House will know, 
from one success to another, both in your career as a lawyer 


and in politics, and ending in what I consider to be a role 
of high service as the Lieutenant Governor of Ontario. I, 
on the other hand, have struggled mightily to keep my 
nose above water as I have looked at you with admiration. 

Having served with you, in a sense, as a minister of the 
crown and in opposition over these years, I have been 
particularly impressed with your good humour and the 
way you can relate to the residents of Ontario and the 
citizens of Canada wherever you meet them in many small 
communities of the type that I represent as well as in the 
height of high fashion in the big cities, where you have 
been able to distinguish yourself with your usual charm 
and knowledge. 


This is an important occasion for us as you are winding 
down your career in this aspect, but I know that your re- 
cord of public service will be admired for many years and 
I know that your involvement in the community with your 
wife and family will be something we will continue to 
admire as you go forward in good health and continued 
service. 


Mr Harris: Your Honour, this is one of those rare 
times in political life when all members of this assembly 
speak with one united voice on behalf of the people of 
Ontario. It is something that does not happen quite as often 
as I know we would all like. 


Today we do so with pride, with passion and with con- 
viction in paying tribute to our friend, our patron, the Lieu- 
tenant Governor of Ontario, the Honourable Lincoln 
Alexander, who will, however, in accordance with his 
often-stated wishes to me and to others, be referred to 
throughout the remainder of my remarks as Linc. 

It is without any acrimony or any partisanship whatso- 
ever but rather as a gentle reminder that I deliberately 
begin with a reference to unity, for that is what the monar- 
chy, as embodied by the Lieutenant Governor, with all its 
traditions, with all its values and with all its authority, 
means to me. Above and beyond its constitutional or legal 
implications, the monarchy symbolizes something greater 
than elected officials, greater than parliaments, greater than 
premiers, greater than the Prime Minister. It is permanent, 
it is apolitical and it represents the people, because with all 
its regal pomp and circumstance it is a unifying symbol for 
all of us through our allegiance and rights of citizenship. 
The monarchy, the Queen and the Lieutenant Governor- 
ship are essential components to our Canadian identity and 
to our national sense of destiny. 


We are therefore privileged and humbled as Canadians 
to have been honoured by the distinguished service that 
has been freely given in this regard by our friend Linc. As 
a Canadian, as a parliamentarian, as our Queen’s represen- 
tative since 1985, Linc’s legacy of accomplishment is 
nothing but remarkable. He served his country during the 
Second World War as a corporal in the Royal Canadian Air 
Force, joining in 1942 at the age of 20. While stationed in 
Vancouver, for example, Linc got his first taste of adult 
discrimination when he was refused service in a downtown 
tavern because of the colour of his skin. Typically, he did 
not let that incident pass without standing up for what he 
knew was right. 
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In 1946, he met a beautiful young woman by the name 
of Yvonne Harrison whom he married in 1948 and with 
whom he is still in love. I am delighted to note that their 
wonderful marriage has flourished for more than 42 years, 
a milestone that many in this House will know has special 
meaning for me and my party. 

Family has always been important to Linc. He attri- 
butes much of his success to Yvonne, and before her, to his 


mother, Mae Rose, who believed that education was the — 


route to a better future. That conviction is one that Linc 
has relayed to many others across this country and more 
recently, as Lieutenant Governor, to so many young people 
across this province. Linc’s one regret with respect to his 
education was that his mother did not live to see him grad- 
uate from university. I am sure she knows and I am sure 
she is proud. ; 
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After receiving his BA in 1949, Linc applied for a sales 
position, for which he was qualified, with Stelco in his 
beloved Hamilton, only to be turned down after being told 
customers would not want to deal with a black person. 
Rightfully angered, he channelled his frustration in a posi- 
tive way, returning to the classroom to pursue studies in 
law. Again he excelled, returned to the community to prac- 
tise law and later decided to pursue life in public service, 
something I understand he was encouraged to do in a very 
active way by the late Right Honourable John Diefenbaker. 

In reviewing Linc’s record of public service for these 
remarks today, I found a news article which reported a 
similar message by Linc to a black history conference in 
Toronto in 1979. He said, “You can hold all the meetings 
among yourselves and carry banners on the street corners, 
but if you don’t become involved at the municipal, at the 
provincial, at the federal levels of government, you are 
practically whistling in the dark.” Linc got involved as a 
Progressive Conservative back in 1965. He ran and he lost, 
something many of us on this side of the House have some 
understanding of these days. But this, I believe, should be 
an inspiration to all politicians in all parties because he got 
right back up on his feet. 

Three years later he won the first of five successive 
elections in Hamilton West, going on to serve as the mem- 
ber of Parliament for Hamilton West until 1980. The 1968 
victory was particularly impressive, according to news re- 
ports, because Linc was the only Tory to withstand 
Trudeaumania in the Liberal sweep of the Golden Horse- 
shoe from Oshawa to Niagara Falls. 

He later served, as the Premier mentioned, as Minister 
of Labour in a Progressive Conservative government 
where he tabled, among other things, a law that would 
have given the government the power to order a 20-day 
cooling-off period before public service unions could 
begin a legal strike. Once again, Linc was a man ahead of 
the times and leading the way, acting, I suggest, in fine 
Progressive Conservative fashion. 

In 1980 Linc made what he has described as one of his 
most difficult decisions by accepting an appointment from 
Premier Bill Davis to head up the Workers’ Compensation 
Board. Having put more than 12 years into serving the 
people of Hamilton and Canada in the House of Commons, 
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Linc knew this would be yet another turning point of his 
career. One advantage of which he made no secret would 
be that it would allow him to be closer to Yvonne and to 
his family in Hamilton. 

It was during this period in his career that I first made 
personal acquaintance with Linc. As WCB chairman he 
had a hands-on approach to management. On occasion he 
travelled to North Bay where he would entertain com- 
plaints and suggestions from the newly elected MPP for 
Nipissing. I can tell this House that in this important ca- 
pacity Linc was always available, always accessible. That 
was a tradition that he carried into his new job as Lieuten- 
ant Governor. 

Linc’s 1985 appointment by Prime Minister Brian 
Mulroney was hailed by the media and by the people alike 
from all corners of this province. It is a tribute to Linc that 
while it may have seemed impossible at the time, he went 
on, I believe, to exceed our high expectations in every way 
in terms of carrying out his duties. 

He told reporters at the time: “My father was a railroad 
porter, because that was as far as he could go because he 
was black. My mother was a maid, because that was as far 
as she could go because she was black. But here it is now 
1985, and Lincoln Alexander has the confidence of the 
Prime Minister of Canada.” Those were his words on ac- 
cepting the appointment. 

Today it is 1991. I am honoured and privileged to stand 
in my place to tell Lincoln Alexander that he indeed has 
the confidence of us all. I believe it is worth noting at this 
point that Linc’s legacy of accomplishment is noteworthy 
because of the trails he has blazed. 

When he was asked during one election campaign if 
colour was an advantage to him politically, Linc said, 
“What colour are you talking about?” On that note, I 
thought I would conclude today by relating some of the 
other Lincisms I came across in preparing my notes. 

On the day of his Lieutenant Governor’s appointment 
he said: “I am what you’d call—I don’t want to brag—a 
street person. In Hamilton it’s Linc, and that means every- 
body calls me Linc. Now all of a sudden it’s Your Honour. 
Well, we’re going to have to see about that.” When caught 
by a photographer in 1969 dancing up a storm with a 
young woman at a Young Progressive Conservative event 
he explained, “Got to keep in touch with the youth.” 

On Canada, Linc is a fierce patriot who believes in this 
country and in what it has to offer. He said: “You still have 
some racists around here and they’re to the right of Gen- 
ghis Khan, but this is not a racist country. Anybody who 
says this is a racist country is whistling Dixie. This is one 
of the greatest countries in the world. This country is stee- 
ped in justice, freedom, tolerance and compassion. It’s not 
perfect, but you show me a country that’s better.” One of 
my favourite lines is Linc saying, upon his impending re- 
tirement this September, that he was looking forward to 
finally being able to have a chance to speak his mind. 

Your Honour, I am proud to thank you today on behalf 
of my colleagues and our party for your many years of 
service, for doing your part to make this country one of the 
greatest in the world and for always speaking your mind. We 
thank your wife, Yvonne, your son and your daughter-in-law, 
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Keith and Joyce, and your granddaughter, Erika, for shar- 
ing husband, father and grandfather with all of us. Thank 
you, good luck and God bless you, Linc. 


1620 


Hon Mr Alexander: Pray be seated. We will do away 
with the formalities at this particular time. 

Mr Premier, Mr Speaker, the honourable member for 
Brant-Haldimand, the honourable member for Nipissing, 
honourable ministers, honourable members: First let me 
say how delighted I am to see so many in the House. I 
remember in the good old days I would have been gone by 
now; but out of respect for the House and for my appear- 
ance, I guess, you are still here. 

I understand you are not supposed to read when you 
are in the House, but I hope you will allow me that liberty 
at this particular time. This is a very important occasion for 
me and I do not want to be misquoted or misunderstood. 

I appreciate very much the opportunity to address all of 
you assembled. The sentiments expressed by all speakers 
are all too generous, but I am deeply touched by their 
sincerity. In allowing me to speak, I realize that this is yet 
another great milestone in my life which will never be 
forgotten. 

On 20 September 1985 I said I was excited, nervous 
and elated, but today I am still excited, nervous and elated, 
particularly after hearing those accolades. But as well there 
is a feeling of sadness, because I now realize that time is 
running out and that 20 September brings about the termi- 
nation of my role as Lieutenant Governor of the province 
of Ontario. 

Let me say that to be one of Her Majesty’s representa- 
tives in this great country is an exciting, rewarding and 
humbling experience. No greater honour can be bestowed 
upon one. I have travelled a lot, I have seen a lot, I have 
learned a lot and I believe I know more about this great 
province and its people. 

I have tried to remove any remaining mystique of this 
office. I have tried my best to take the office to the people 
throughout Ontario. I have tried to be a dignified populist, 
whatever that may mean, and I have tried my best to make 
sure that my successor will have an office which he or she 
can be proud of. 

_ The standards set by the Honourable Pauline McG- 
ibbon and the Honourable John Black Aird were very high 
indeed and I hope history will reveal that I at least met 
those standards. My staff, aides-de-camp and key host- 
esses have been most helpful in this regard, and I thank 
them for their hard work, dedication, commitment and loy- 
alty. They have certainly made a difference. 
_ It is necessary to single out others at this time, and I 
say with pride that I am deeply indebted to all who have 
been associated with me in the Ministry of Government 
Services, the legislative service, assembly services, broad- 
cast and recording services, the office of protocol, govern- 
ent garage, the Ministry of Natural Resources, the 
Lieutenant Governor Board of Review and the office of 
the Clerk. Because of their interest in and concern about 
this office, in my view the office has been able to be 
productive, efficient and effective. 
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My wife and I will never forget the warmth, friendli- 
ness and courtesies extended by the people of Ontario, all 
of which encouraged and inspired us. 

Many of you, in order to assess my performance, 
would be interested in statistics; therefore I now give you 
some. To date I have made 672 visits or revisits to cities, 
towns and villages outside of Toronto. There have been 
675 receptions in my suite for some 76,000 guests. I have 
accepted over 4,000 engagements throughout the province. I 
have visited some 230 schools and I have shaken over 
240,000 hands. I must say that being the Lieutenant Gover- 
nor is an unforgettable experience, but it is most demanding. 

In closing, I want to thank all members of the House 
for the co-operation given and the interest expressed in 
many ways in the Office of the Lieutenant Governor. I am 
singularly honoured to stand here as Her Majesty’s repre- 
sentative in and for the province of Ontario and extend to 
each and every one of you every best wish. May God 
continue to watch over and bless you and guide you in 
your deliberations. Thank you. 


His Honour the Lieutenant Governor was pleased to 
retire from the chamber. 


ORDERS OF THE DAY 


COMMITTEE SITTINGS 


Miss Martel moved resolution 23: 

That the following committees be authorized to meet 
during the summer adjournment in accordance with the 
schedule of meeting dates agreed to by the three party 
whips and tabled with the Clerk of the Assembly to exam- 
ine and inquire into the following matters: 

Select committee on Ontario in Confederation to con- 
sider matters related to Ontario in Confederation; 

Special committee on the parliamentary precinct to 
consider matters related to the restoration of the Parliament 
building; 

Standing committee on administration of justice to 
consider Bill 115, An Act to amend the Retail Business 
Holidays Act and the Employment Standards Act in re- 
spect of the opening of retail business establishments and 
employment in them; 

Standing committee on finance and economic affairs to 
consider matters related to the provincial budget; 

Standing committee on general government to consider 
Bill 121, An Act to revise the Law related to Residential 
Rent Regulation, and a matter designated pursuant to 
standing order 123 relating to the closure of land registry 
offices; 

Standing committee on government agencies to con- 
sider the operation of certain agencies, boards and com- 
missions of the government of Ontario, and intended 
appointments as provided in its terms of reference; 

Subcommittee of the standing committee on the Legis- 
lative Assembly to adjourn to Orlando, Florida, to attend 
the annual meeting of the National Conference of State 
Legislatures; 

Subcommittee of the standing committee on public ac- 
counts to adjourn to Winnipeg, Manitoba, to attend the an- 
nual meeting of the Canadian Council of Public Accounts 
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Committees and a subcommittee to adjourn from place to 
place in the United States for the purpose of reviewing 
section 3.13 of the 1990 annual report of the Provincial 
Auditor; 

Standing committee on resources development to con- 
sider Bill 70, An Act to amend the Employment Standards 
Act to provide for an employee wage protection program 
and to make certain other amendments; 

Standing committee on social development to consider 
Bills 43 to 64 inclusive related to the regulation of health 
professions. 


Motion agreed to. 


Miss Martel moved resolution 24: 

That with the agreement of the.House leaders and the 
whips of each party, committees may meet during the sum- 
mer adjournment at times other than those specified in the 
schedule tabled today with the Clerk of the Assembly to 
consider matters referred to them by the House or to con- 
sider matters designated pursuant to standing order 123. 


Motion agreed to. 


COMMITTEE REPORTS 


Miss Martel moved resolution 25: 

That committees be authorized to release their reports 
during the summer adjournment by depositing a copy of 
any report with the Clerk of the Assembly, and upon the 
resumption of the meetings of the House, the Chairs of 
such committees shall bring any such reports before the 
House in accordance with the standing orders. 


Motion agreed to. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON 
ONTARIO IN CONFEDERATION 

Miss Martel moved resolution 26: 

That the order of the House of Thursday 20 December 
1990 appointing the select committee on Ontario in Con- 
federation be amended by striking out “June 27, 1991” and 
substituting “November 25, 1991” therefor. 


Motion agreed to. 


INTERIM SUPPLY 


Mr Laughren moved resolution 21: 

That the Treasurer of Ontario be authorized to pay the 
salaries of the civil servants and other necessary payments 
pending the voting of supply for the period commencing 1 
August 1991 and ending 31 October 1991, such payments 
to be charged to the proper appropriation following the 
voting of supply. 


Hon Mr Rae: We are all looking at each other and 
waiting for “After you, Alphonse.” It is my understanding 
that after we move this motion, there will be a Conserva- 
tive speaker, the Leader of the Opposition will speak and 
then I will speak briefly. I hope we can reach some agree- 
ment on time. 


Mr Harris: At this very moment the member for 
Etobicoke West is back, ready, hot with prepared remarks 
and up to date as of this very second. I would encourage 
members to listen to his remarks at this time. 
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Mr Stockwell: My comments will be directed specif- 
ically to the budget, the announcements of the deficit, the 
debt and exactly where this province is heading in the next 
little while. . 

I had some very serious concerns on that date, 29 
April, when the announcement was made by the Treasurer 
that he was throwing this province into what I consider to 
be a very uncomfortable, horrendous position with respect 
to the finances, the projected financial failure and the con- 
cerns the people of the province have brought forward. 

Members will note that today there was the display of a 
large magnitude of people who wanted to vent their frus- 
trations against this government. It was specifically aimed 
at the one bit of work they did this session, which was 
basically the budget. Their great concern was the $9.7-bil- 
lion deficit and the potential $35-billion debt they will be 
applying over the next four years. 

This has been an ongoing debate and an ongoing issue 
in the province for the past couple of months. I suppose 
many people felt that when a budget is released, it usually 
gets a few days of press and publicity and that any com- 
ments made after that are generally buried in the back 
pages. What I think is very interesting about this is that the 
press has carried it forward and has carried on at great 
length about how wrong is the direction this government is 
taking. 
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There is much debate about the public hearings that are 
to take place over the summer. I think this is a very healthy 
thing the government has agreed to, through much cajoling 
from us, the opposition. I think it is a very healthy attitude 
to take, to hear from the people across this province ex- 
actly what they think of the NDP’s fiscal policy. I encour- 
age as many members across the floor as possible to attend 
as many meetings as they can, because I think they will get 
a very large and healthy dose of reality. 

The suggestion is always made in this House that the 
government is speaking for the people and speaking for the 
people who are least capable of speaking for themselves. I 
have no debate with that argument. I believe that in the 
past they have spoken for these people and, in my opinion, 
have represented them very well. But—and very clearly 
there is a big “but” here—there must be some room in the 
government for input from the business community, for 
input from the taxpayers and for input from the great un- 
washed. The great unwashed feel very oppressed today by 
this government which has instituted a fiscal policy and 
financial initiatives that will do nothing to create jobs, that 
will do nothing to retrain, re-educate and bring us forward 
in the next few years to rally our way out of this recession. 

There is minor debate on very few of the points of their 
budget. Occasionally some lost soul, as was suggested ear- 
lier, comes out and barks some illogical bit of knowledge 
about what a responsible budget it was, but on the whole 
the people in the business community, the taxpayers and 
the citizens of this province have come out in near una- 
nimity and said that this budget is not good, that it is not an 
acceptable fiscal policy and that it is not something they 
are prepared to live with. 
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| Now the government is going to trot out a couple of 
arty lines about Galbraith and a few others who have said 
jit is the way to go. It is simply not the case. I think the poll 
jin the Toronto Star this morning and the poll that Gallup 
brought forward this morning were very clear indicators 
‘this government is falling in popular opinion, some 21 or 
22 points in the last few months. Their federal counterparts 
jare falling at the same rate, due to the economic decision- 
making at this level. There is no question about it. The 
direct link has been made by all polling companies that 
have done this. The decisions this government is making 
are directly affecting its federal counterparts. Clearly a 
‘message must be sent to this government. The message is 
it must rethink its fiscal policies; it must rethink its fiscal 
plans. 

An announcement was made today about an increase 
in the minimum wage. During that discussion there was 
much argument about how this would serve the public. 
There was a study just released, I believe, by two universi- 
ties in this country that suggested that if the minimum 
wage according to the Agenda for People, the 
government’s recommendation, was adopted, 53,000 jobs 
would be lost. Does the government really intend, when it 
makes these kinds of wide-ranging decisions, to make 
53,000 people lose their jobs? I think not. 

This government is slightly misguided, totally inept, as 
we have seen over the last session, and has left this prov- 
ince in the very precarious situation of having to dig its 
way out of one of the worst financial holes, which it will 
be in within four years. 

I will say again, as I have said in the past, that this 
government is caught on the horns of a dilemma. The di- 
lemma is that it wrote the Agenda for People and it is 
incapable of implementing it. It wants to appeal to its rank- 
and-file members and it is incapable of doing that without 
doing serious harm to this province. 

I project this to be a one-term government. I project 
this to be a government that will be racked with scandal, 
which we have seen in the past, and racked with hate—ba- 
sically I cannot say it any other way—from the community 
with respect to its financial attitudes and its fiscal positions. 

I honestly believe the crowd out there today was very 
upset. There were quite a number of them. It is unusual to 
see such a large crowd when there is really no direct bene- 
fit in appearing. You could almost see the doctors coming 
out when you were talking about their salaries, or the 
nurses coming out when you were talking about their sala- 
Ties, or Certain interest groups coming out when you were 
talking about their salaries, but there was no direct benefit 
to those thousands and thousands of Ontarians who 
showed up today. They were simply there to state that the 
policies of this government were misguided, that the poli- 
cies of this government are unachievable and will drive us 
into economic ruin. I think they were very clear, and they 
are very, very upset out there, bordering on hate. 

In closing, this session will be remembered, I suppose, 
for the budget itself and probably to some degree for the 
antics of the cabinet ministers who sit in this government. I 
would only say that I think it is all very clear and on the 
public agenda exactly where the socialists in Ontario have 


gone. They have gone from the holier-than-thou, sanctimo- 
nious group of angels we knew in opposition—and know 
in opposition at every local council meeting, in every 
neighbourhood and in every part of the province—to a blun- 
dering government that is economically ruining Ontario. 


The Deputy Speaker: I would like to indicate the 
presence in the west gallery of the former member for 
Oakville South, Doug Carrothers. 


Mr Nixon: I am glad to join in this debate as the 
session winds down. The Premier came over and men- 
tioned to me as he was leaving the chamber that he was 
going to be speaking on behalf of the government and that 
I should keep going until he returned, so if anybody has 
the feeling I am presuming on his time unduly, I am inno- 
cent, as always. 

I was interested to hear the honourable member who 
just spoke refer to the large crowd of disaffected business 
persons gathered on the lawn. The numbers have been 
variously estimated at something over 5,000. In the NDP 
press it is perhaps 500, but as I was looking out the win- 
dow from my office it was a very large group indeed. | 
was keeping tabs on the windows of the Premier’s office 
so that if anything untoward occurred I would, with my 
Polaroid, get him in the act. 

Members may have noticed I did not go out to repre- 
sent the Liberal Party, although I would like to have, but 
the pressure of other responsibilities kept me in my place. I 
remembered that the last occasion when the business com- 
munity demonstrated on the lawn of Queen’s Park about a 
month ago, I received an even more unwelcome reception 
than the hated Treasurer of Ontario. I was just thinking it 
was probably wise of me as interim leader to ask my col- 
league the honourable member for Wilson Heights to go 
out. I suggested he might even attend the rally in his Merce- 
des so that the people out there would know they had some- 
one who was thinking at the same level as themselves. 

I was also thinking of the many occasions over more 
than 29 years when I have gone out in front of the building 
here to meet disaffected citizens. I cannot recall an occa- 
sion except one where I was well received. I am not sure 
what the lesson there is, other than that it does not matter 
from my point of view whether I am in opposition or 
government; I always seem to be on the wrong side of 
something when I am presenting myself to the public. 

The one occasion, the members will be interested to 
know, when it was a pleasure was when the farmers were 
not marching on Queen’s Park; they came in their tractors. 
I had carefully seen that as I left the farm I did not clean up 
for the city too much and they recognized me as one of 
their own, aS we discussed the depredations of the then 
Progressive Conservative government on the farming 
community. It had driven them into the recession from 
which they have yet to recover. 

I do not want to dwell on that, as I really feel it is 
somewhat inappropriate for me to spend a lot of time talk- 
ing about the economy of Ontario. I have done that in the 
past with great effect, as the honourable members will 
recall; not that it changed anything, but it got some things 
off my own chest, off my own mind, usually of a critical 
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nature. But for a few brief months, as it seemed, I was 
defending the policies of the government and in a sense 
the process continues. 
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I just want to say something about the demonstration in 
front this morning, because there was a very large one and 
it clearly indicated that this segment of the community has 
no confidence in the NDP government. Obviously, that is 
not much of a surprise. Certainly during previous times, 
when I was received sometimes with almost obscene ag- 
gression, it was because the people had been bused in from 
the union centres of Hamilton and Oshawa and I had a 
chance to hear their clearly expressed views on those occa- 
sions. If there is a message here it is that everybody has a 
right to these demonstrations and a responsibility to put his 
point over strongly. People listen to those and do the best 
they can to respond in a fair and equitable way. 

I can recall the former member for Brant, my sainted 
father, talking about back in the 1930s when the demon- 
strations were perhaps even more serious than the one we 
were observing this morning. On one occasion he recalled, 
I believe in 1935, just after the government had changed 
on that occasion, that the whole of the front lawn of the 
Parliament Building was full right down to College Street, 
but this was before they had the benefit of effective ampli- 
fying systems. While there were a couple of speeches 
made, no one could hear, but people were just standing in 
silence because in those days there was no medicare, there 
certainly was no public housing, and the parents were in a 
situation where they could not find the wherewithal to 
even put shoes on the children so they could go to school. 

While we may feel, correctly, in the values we under- 
stand and the balances and checkpoints we understand, 
that this recession is cruel and in many respects unusual, 
that it comes from bad decisions made in Ottawa and that 
it is deeper and more affected by bad decisions and inade- 
quate decisions made by the present government of On- 
tario, still it is necessary to keep some balance and realize 
that over the years since then, governments of all political 
philosophies have established programs in this province 
and in this nation for which we are very proud and thank- 
ful and for which the taxpayers must pay. There is simply 
no alternative to that. 

While I could expound on my theories of deficit fi- 
nancing, and many of you know those, still the fact re- 
mains that the community properly demands the kind of 
superior education we are used to and the best medical 
services in the world. We criticize them but we know basi- 
cally that they are unexceeded in their breadth and quality, 
that the people demand opportunities for their families and 
for themselves to participate in an economy which really 
we are proud of. 

I was interested to read in the 1 July edition of 
Maclean’s magazine an interesting assessment made by 
the United Nations which said that Canada was—it grieves 
me to say it—the second best place in the world in which 
to live on the basis of the provision by governments of 
basic services—education, health, transportation—and a 
buoyancy in an economy that gave people an independent 
opportunity to live their lives as individuals should. Surely 
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our aim here is to provide for the realization of the quali- 
ties of individuals through education, through good health, 
through good housing and through an understanding of 
their responsibilities in their own village and in the global 
village. 

It is in this regard that I suppose we have to look even 
further. As the debate rages across the well of this House 
about how inappropriate the decisions were of the previous 
government and the previous previous government, but 
more particularly the present government, from time to 
time we have to step back and look at the world as a global 
village and see how marvellously fortunate we are, not for 
what we as members have accomplished, although we 
continue to undertake accomplishments and have goals 
that are commendable, but for what has been done by 
people who were here before us, and in municipal govern- 
ment and in federal government. 

I think it is important for us to do that from time to 
time, particularly as we feel more and more that the centre 
of the universe is right here and that our own speeches and 
statements and interjections are the things upon which the 
balance of life depends. All of those are of uniformly high 
quality. 

Hon Mr Cooke: Why did you look at Elinor when you 
said that? 


Mr Nixon: I was looking at both my good friends 
because their interjections and comments in here are of 
uniformly high quality, we would all agree. I will ask for a 
show of hands later. 

Without getting too preachy about these things, on an 
occasion like this we have to, I believe, recognize the ad- 
vantages we have here. We have these tremendous chal- 
lenges which, as we look back over our years of service, 
tend to be as tough now as they ever were, or perhaps are 
tougher. 

When we see the difficulties that our nation faces and 
the goodwill that comes out of here as we try to encourage 
ourselves and particularly our electorate to think positively 
and generously about our fellow Canadians, whether in 
Quebec or Prince Edward Island or Alberta or wherever, 
we realize that goodwill may not be enough. There has to 
be a good deal of hard work and, I suppose, good luck. 

More than anything else, it is the generosity of spirit 
which has been exhibited by Canadians over the years 
which will carry us forward into a re-Confederation. I am 
not totally convinced that generosity of spirit exists in the 
quality now that it has in the past. There is a tendency for 
older politicians or older anybody to feel that somehow 
there has been a minor disintegration of the things they 
think are important. I would be prepared to debate with 


any member of the House the qualities of generosity of 


this type and the setting aside of mindless prejudice now 
compared with, for example, when I was first elected in 


1962. We have had lots of controversy over those times, 


but there has not been what I detect as a rejection of this 
generous spirit that has characterized Canadians in general 
in our historic past. 
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I will relieve you, Mr Speaker, by saying I am not 
going to dwell on that subject because you have heard me 
talk about it on more than one occasion. 

_ There is a great challenge there. We all support the 
Premier, who must be our principal spokesperson in this 
regard over the next few months. We wish him well and 
we are going to be supporting whatever is useful in re- 
structuring our Confederation and seeing that it is going to 
go forward with something better than just a few Band- 
Aids plastered on it. 

I was interested in thinking about comments made by 
the present Minister of Health, attributed to her at least. I 
‘think the words used many months ago were that she re- 
‘gretted the place was not kinder and gentler. 


Interjection. 


Mr Nixon: She disclaims that, so it must have been 
the former Minister of Health, a well-known kind and gen- 
tle person. 


Hon Mr Pouliot: She never said that. 


Mr Nixon: It must have been President Bush. 

I have seen the former Minister of Health in action, and 
she sort of goes for violence and mayhem, but in any case 
all of us have observed this particular Legislature over the 
last few months—I would not say degenerate; I do not 
believe that, I do not feel that—getting into the sorts of 
exchanges which are acrimonious, which are rather tough 
and which challenge the Speaker to maintain some sort of 
order and some reasonableness. 

I do not think we should regret this unduly, but as 
interim leader, as do all members, I get mail from people 
saying, “You’re acting like silly schoolchildren,” and so 
on. Actually, schoolchildren are usually not quite as silly 
as this place gets sometimes. But why should we judge? I 
do not think the motives of any us should be or can be 
questioned. Looking back on the history of this particular 
chamber, certainly it has not changed very much, both in 
my experience and in what you read about how debates 
were carried on and settled even in the more distant and 
historic past. 
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As a matter of fact, there is one account of the Legisla- 
ture of Ontario, meeting even before this building was in 
place, when the debates got so raucous, particularly after 
dinner—not putting too fine a point on it—when the min- 
ister and a couple of opposition members would actually 
gather with the Clerk of the House around the table and 
write the legislation, since there was so much hullabaloo 
and what we call inattention that it was not possible to 
proceed with the business in any other way. 

Many of the members will be glad to see that the Pre- 
mier is back in his place. I will return to my carefully 
prepared notes and deal with the matters I wanted to bring 
to his attention. Actually, I have just about completed those 
things. 

There is a lot of criticism that comes to us, particularly 
now that a surprisingly large number of our constituents 
watch this continuing soap opera saga. They no doubt have 
certain favourites and certain people with other designa- 
tions. I get letters from people who say I talk too much and 


things like that. The Premier probably gets nothing but 
good letters. I do not know whether he looks at them all. 
You discount them and you say, “My God, this is really 
terrible.” Still, it is good to hear from those people out 
there because they are interested in what is going on here. 
They come to know us and know our views and our capa- 
bilities and our responses to the issues. 

My observation over these years is that the House re- 
sponds more and more sensitively to the needs of the com- 
munity. What could be better than that? Surely that is what 
we are here for. Every now and then we must stand up and 
reflect our own views, even though the folks back in South 
Dumfries township or Burford township may think we are 
making a glaring error. If we try to keep our fingers on the 
pulse of every change in opinion, then of course we are 
totally emasculated or what the broader, more modern 
word would be. I defer to the former Minister of Health in 
that regard in case she can think of one. 

I think it is important that we realize democracy 
changes over the years. It certainly has changed in our 
time, not just in the rules of the House and the emphasis on 
the exposure of the ministers of the crown to a daily: ques- 
tion period without notice, but more than that, in the feel- 
ing that the government and the people in all parties are 
doing their best to represent the needs of the community in 
a modern and effective way. 

I have said this many times, and others have as well. 
For all of our partisan differences, and they become quite 
acute and aggressive and focused at times, still I do not 
think there is anyone here who, when talking about a col- 
league in any party, would question the basic motivation of 
us all—that we have stood for election and worked hard 
for election and that we have been elected to represent the 
best interests of our people and the province at large. There 
is simply no question about that. That is why one of our 
rules, Mr Speaker, which you apply so carefully and assid- 
uously, is that we do not question our motives, that our 
motives are in that respect unquestionable and if someone 
does that it really means appropriate business cannot proceed. 

I certainly am not going to spend time advising any 
cabinet ministers as to what they should be doing at this 
time. They were working assiduously yesterday in the in- 
terests of good government. When members of the press 
ask me, as they properly do, “Haven’t they done one good 
thing?” I understand that as of yesterday there is some- 
thing I can point to. We will see about that. 

Anyway, I am very glad to speak on behalf of my 
colleagues when we say we are not opposing interim sup- 
ply. The government is spending an average of about $180 
million every business day. It is hard to believe that is the 
case, but in fact that is the average rate of expenditure. In 
these difficult days, the revenue coming in does not bal- 
ance that. That shortfall is a matter of concern that we have 
discussed and will continue to discuss. 

I have involved myself in this debate for a number of 
years. I say to the Treasurer, who is not paying any atten- 
tion to these pearls I am casting, that I continue to have a 
high regard for him and I really regret the pressures placed 
on him by his colleagues are such that he has had to make 
decisions that are so much against the best interests of the 
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economy and the taxpayers of Ontario. We regret that has 
to be the case, but all of us here wish him well in his 
duties, as we do the cabinet ministers who must, by their 
lights and by their abilities, respond to the responsibilities 
given to them. 

Hon Mr Rae: I want to participate very briefly in this 
debate, principally to pay tribute to the Treasurer who, as I 
am sure members will appreciate, has worked very hard on 
behalf of the people of the province in very difficult cir- 
cumstances. I want the members of the House to know 
how strongly I support his activities, how much I have 
appreciated his advice as Deputy Premier and how much I 
appreciate his friendship and his support as we go through 
these early days in government. 

I have listened with care to the comments by the 
Leader of the Opposition. Unfortunately, I was not able to 
listen to the member for Etobicoke West, but I will no 
doubt have the opportunity at greater leisure over the 
weekend to read his comments in Hansard, which I look 
forward to doing. 

I cannot resist responding to the Leader of the Opposi- 
tion by saying that once again it seems to me the Leader of 
the Opposition has spoken for all of us as he reflects on the 
nature of this Legislature and the nature of public life. I 
think it is fair to say that in my political life I have had 
occasion to say things I have later come to regret. I am not 
referring to commitments or promises. I am referring to 
comments that I have made about other people in politics. 
I have come to regret them. I have tried to make amends. 


I see the member for Mississauga West is here. I badly 


wronged him in the House on one occasion and, as I have 
said to him privately and I say publicly, I feel that. I still 
feel badly about that moment. I think these moments, 
which I dare say other members perhaps have experienced 
as well, though perhaps not with quite the—when I make 
mistakes they are usually done with gusto. 

I think that causes us to reflect on the nature of partisan 
life. The party political system is an institution which has 
allowed us all to get here. When I reflect on the American 
political system or on alternatives in which there are no 
parties or in which there are no political organizations, I 
am not sure that level of accountability is there. We have to 
recognize the reality of the party system and recognize the 
fact that it is the system which has allowed us to get here 
and has produced governments in the parliamentary sys- 
tem, if we go back looking at the history of eee 
over a long period of time. 

The one comment I hear from the public more often 
than any other is, “Why can’t you people co-operate more 
with each other?” I dare say it is a comment all members 
in this House hear when they go back to their constituen- 
cies. Part of the answer I have to give, and I more and 
more feel it is not a particularly satisfactory answer, is: 
“That’s not really how our system is expected to work. If 
you read through all the constitutional texts, partisan gov- 
ernment, constitutional government, cabinet government, 
however one wants to describe it, is supposed to work in a 
particular way.” 

I can only say to members that I think it is important 
that all of us use this summer to reflect—and I say this in a 


way I know they can all take with a grain of salt, but I 
mean it quite sincerely—on how we can make the system | 
work better, so there is at least an element of co-operation, 
an element of trying to share some information and re- 
sponsibility. The challenge, of course, is that no opposition 
party wants to take responsibility for the mistakes that a. 
government makes. | 
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I see the member for Halton Centre nodding vigor- 
ously, saying to herself, “Well, would you?” I know ex- 
actly what she is saying to herself. There have been some 
exceptions to that. There have been times, I suppose, with 
minority governments when it is quite accepted and nor- 
mal. Certainly there were the two years I was here during 
the accord, which was a novel development in our Consti- 
tution, never happened before. That kind of arrangement 
was made, and as I was making it, so many people in my 
own party said: “You’re nuts. You’re giving away too 
much in terms of your right to oppose and to play that 
role. 

I must confess, now that we have been through this 
period of time in office, that I think there are a lot of us 
who feel we have to make the system work better, not 
simply because the government obviously wants to get 
more support as we carry out our program, but because we 
simply have to make the system work better. I would ask 
honourable members to reflect on that. I can tell them that, 
as the Premier, I am certainly going to be doing that. 

I know the Treasurer, for example, when it comes to 
the budgetary questions, has said he wants to look at how 
we can make the process more open. In this business, 
you’re darned if you do and you’re darned if you don’t. 
The Treasurer listened on the gas guzzler tax. He listened 
and people said, “Why didn’t you consult beforehand?” 
The answer is that we cannot consult beforehand because 
the rules say all budgetary information must be kept a total 
secret, so in fact if the government was considering partic- 
ular things in any considerable detail, they could not be 
shared. 

Now the Treasurer has gone through a process of lis- 
tening and trying to come up with another answer. I know 
there are those who continue to be opposed to what he did. 
Somebody said, “Don’t you think the government has lost 
face because it accepted the advice that it should change?” 
I say to the honourable members opposite, we cannot have 
it both ways. If they want us to listen— 


Mr Bradley: In opposition you can. 


Hon Mr Rae: In opposition you can have it both ways 
under our system, that is right, and we all know that sys- 
tem. I am just saying to people, let’s reflect on it. I have 
been there. I have been in opposition far longer than I have 
been anywhere else and I know how it is played and how it 
is done. If that is the mode we want to get into, then we 
can certainly sustain that mode for a period of time. If 
there are other ways members want to proceed, then we 
can proceed in other ways. We will have to reflect on that 
and make an effort to do so. 

I also want to say to members that it is perhaps appro- 
priate for the government to simply say to the public that 
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his is a very difficult moment in our history as a province, 
10t, as I hear some Conservative members saying, because 
Ihe New Democratic Party won the election on 6 Septem- 
per; we would have a serious economic situation whether 
he Liberals were in power, whether the Conservatives 
were in power or whether we were in power. Now mem- 
ers can say, “Some things make it better and some things 
make it worse,” and I hear people wanting to say that, as 
‘hey are being very attentive listening in their seats and not 
neckling me today. It seems to be a day when people are 
into another mode, which I find very interesting and helpful. 


_MrMahoney: You need background noise. 
} 
| 


Hon Mr Rae: No, I do not need background noise, I 
say to the member for Mississauga West. 


Mr Elston: Want some heckling? 
Mr Sorbara: Resign. Change the budget. 


Hon Mr Rae: Now I feel more at home. I will get out 
of first gear now, if they want. I am quite happy to do that. 


Mrs Caplan: Kinder and gentler. 


~Hon Mr Rae: I do not know about kinder and gentler. 
What I do know is that this is a fact. The member for 
Nipissing has made his suggestions with respect to how 
we could do things differently, and so have members of the 
Liberal Party. I would only make the point that some of the 
thetoric about the deficit situation we face and the alterna- 
tives facing the province is really extraordinarily exces- 
sive. The Treasury officials who have been briefing us are 
the same Treasury officials who briefed the previous gov- 
ernment, and many of them are the same Treasury officials 
who have been briefing governments in this province for a 
long period of time. 


Mrs Caplan: You didn’t take their advice. 


Hon Mr Rae: The member for Oriole says the Liberal 
Party never took their advice. 


Mrs Caplan: I said you never took their advice. 
Hon Mr Rae: Oh, we never took their advice. 


Mr Scott: You never made this speech before 6 
September. 


Hon Mr Rae: The member for St George-St David 
said I never gave this speech before 6 September. Not with 
as much feeling as I am giving it now, I can tell members 
that, but with considerable feeling today, I can tell the 
member. 

That is a fundamental fact. We can argue about if we 
roll back this or we cut back on that or we do this, but we 
as a province would still have a deficit this year. The Con- 
servatives had a deficit when there was a recession in the 
early 1980s. It was a large deficit for its time, not as large 
as the one we are encountering, but a large one. These are 
facts that I think have to be put on the table and put in 
some perspective, because the reaction from a section of 
the public who were on the steps of the Legislature today, 
a certain public but a part of the public, is one which says, 
“There shouldn’t be a deficit at all,” or, “It would be great 
if we could just get rid of it overnight,” or, “Why do we 
still have one in two or three years?” I can only say to 
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honourable members that I listened carefully to what they 
had to say and I have said— 


Mr Harris: They asked you to balance it in four 
years. That is all they said. They acknowledged the mess 
you inherited and said it was a disgrace. 


Hon Mr Rae: The member for Nipissing says they 
have asked us to balance it in four years. I would say to 
him, if he would come with me and make the distinction 
between operating and capital, which is an important dis- 
tinction—the member goes like this. Let me just say to 
him, every municipality makes that distinction and every 
company makes that distinction in terms of long-term in- 
vestment. So should we. 


These are issues that the public is entitled to hear about 
and that the public will hear about, but the question before 
us is One that is not going to be solved by rhetoric; it is 
going to be solved by people showing a willingness to 
work together. I said to the business community today that 
we want to work in co-operation with it. We are interested 
in hearing their suggestions on how we can turn the econ- 
omy around. If they feel there are other things that could 
be done, we will certainly be glad to listen to what they 
have to say. We have spent a considerable time in doing 
just that. 


I want to say to honourable members that on their be- 
half I want to express my gratitude to you, Mr Speaker, 
and to the pages who are going to be leaving this day. 


[Applause] 


I want to express my thanks to the Clerk and to the 
table officers who have done, as always, a superb job and 
say that we are very appreciative of the efforts of legisla- 
tive staff. We appreciate it very much, particularly the 
work they have done over the last couple of weeks, be- 
cause we have been asking them to work a considerable 
amount of overtime and we appreciate it. 


I want to conclude by wishing everyone well on all 
sides of the House, to say it has been an interesting session 
for me as Premier, to say it has been a session which, 
despite the rhetoric and bombast, has been a session in 
which we have accomplished a great deal. There is much 
legislation that is now in committee that would not other- 
wise be there. 


We have brought forward the legislation on rent review 
and on wage protection. We have the health professions 
legislation finally in committee and I am sure the member 
for Oriole takes some sense of parenthood as this legisla- 
tion proceeds apace. I dare say if there was a former Con- 
servative Health minister over there he might feel the same 
way, given the length of time it has been in the works. 


I want to conclude by saying that I wish members well 
for the summer. It is going to be a busy summer for mem- 
bers, and I want to say that in addition to reflecting on how 
to make the system work better, perhaps members could 
also reflect a bit on the future of the country. There is an 
issue that will not go away. It will become more acute, as 
much as many people might like to think that if we do not 
think about it, it will get better. It will not. It is something we 
have to continue to address as a Legislature, as a province, as 
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citizens, as Canadians. I think we can all say on this mo- 
ment, God bless Canada. 

The Speaker: Miss Martel has moved resolution 21. 
Is it the pleasure of the House that the motion carry? 

All those in favour will please say “aye.” 

All those opposed will please say “nay.” 

In my opinion the ayes have it. 


Motion agreed to. 


1710 

The Speaker: While the Premier pre-empted one of 
my remarks, it is customary for the Speaker to pay tribute 
to the pages, not all of whom are here currently, they are 
on other duties, but allow me the opportunity to say on 
behalf of all the members that the pages have once again 
served with great distinction on behalf of all the members 
of the assembly and I think they deserve another round of 
applause. 


[Applause] 


RESIGNATION OF MEMBER FOR 
BRANT-HALDIMAND 

Mr Nixon: Mr Speaker, I request your permission to 
make a personal statement. The letter I am giving to the 
page for you contains my resignation as member for 
Brant-Haldimand, effective 31 July 1991. I do this with 
some regret, but I felt that the circumstances of my own 
life, which are rapidly moving along, required this as a 
decision. 

I thought it might be appropriate if I might just bring to 
your attention that my wife and some members of my 
family are in the gallery. I am not sure that their emotions 
are mixed in this regard. 

It has been a high honour and an extremely interesting 
life experience to represent the area of Brant county and 
ancillary areas since 18 January 1962, which, I say to all 
members, does not for me seem very long ago. I would say 
to anyone who is interested in listening that, in my view, a 
career in politics and public life in that sense is worth 
while and fulfilling. 

Having experienced many years in opposition, like a 
number of the government members and now a few of the 
Progressive Conservative members, and five years in gov- 
ernment, government is definitely better. The work in op- 
position, however, should never be discounted. I know, sir, 
that you, who have had substantial experience in that re- 
gard yourself, would agree that the system depends on the 
checks and balances of opposition being properly put forward 
and with all the resources we now have in that regard. 

I just want to say that one of the best experiences here, 
naturally, has been the friendships I have experienced and 
established in all political parties over those years. When it 
gets right down to it, while a person may try to remember 
certain specific accomplishments, and it is a little difficult 
to do that, still, the acquaintances, friendships and the 
stimulation of working in this particular chamber are all- 
important. 

I cannot imagine another lifestyle or employment 
where you go from total, unbelievable boredom to the 
other extreme of hanging on for dear life to your political 
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life and honour, and at the same time from periods of 
rather focused anger and aggression, always under your di- 
rection and the rules, Mr Speaker, to just the other extreme 
where the greatest of friendships and goodwill are estab- 
lished, because when it comes right down to it we all 
share, as I said previously this afternoon, the same goals 
and the same aspirations and many of us the same pressures, | 

So, sir, I have placed my resignation in your hands, | 
want to thank you for your friendship and concern in maa 
of these matters. 


Hon Mr Rae: I wonder if I might be permitted to say 
a few words. I hope I can safely say the honourable mem- 
ber and I are friends. I have the highest regard for him as I 
have told him privately, and publicly said on a number of 
occasions in this House. 

There were moments in 1985 when I had mixed emo- 
tions about the experience of that election, which was not 
one of my more successful efforts, I point out, my first 
election as leader. The results were there and we had to 
make a critical choice as a party as to what we would do 
and how we would respond. I can only tell the members of 
the House that my regard for the Leader of the Opposition, 
which was not at that point out of this world, because he 
had given me a hard time when I first got here and I could 
not quite get used to that—the dignity with which he con- 
ducted himself and the genuine sense of history he showed 
during that time of what needed to be done and what could 
be done, to me was just a model. 

I can remember distinctly calling him the day he was 
about to speak on the final vote of the Conservative gov- 
ernment and reflecting on his own life, his father’s very 
distinguished career, the way in which his father came into 
the Legislature at a dramatic moment in the life of the 
province and served the public so well, and then faced, as 
he did, a long period in opposition. I can remember shar- 
ing with him the thought that this was indeed an important 
moment in his life, for all of us and for the province. 

The member’s directness, his effectiveness as a Trea- 
surer, I think, are a matter of record. I would continue to 
say some things about the previous administration. I am 
not about to stop saying those things. But despite our dif- 
ferences of opinion on policy I do not think there is any- 
body in this House who does not have, and did not have in 
his period as Treasurer, enormous respect for his ability. 

His effectiveness in question period is there. I have the 
scars to show it but, unlike Lyndon Johnson, I will not 
reveal them for all to see; many of them are of an internal 
kind. He has been a most effective spokesman for his 
party, both before 1985 and after the election when he 
became the Leader of the Opposition. 

The Leader of the Opposition and I had a sufficiently 
sound personal relationship that we were able, after 6 Sep- 
tember, to have some discussions on my initiative. I said to 
the Leader of the Opposition, “If there is ever a moment 
when you decide you would like to serve the province in 
some other way”—and I think it is fair to say it is a natural 
transition for somebody who has been in opposition, then 
in government, then back as interim Leader of the Opposi- 
tion—“there is always, in my view, room in the broader 
public service for someone of your calibre and quality.” 
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| When the Leader of the Opposition made known to me 
ais intention to step down I told him, without consulting 
inyone, I think it is fair to say, that I would like him very 
nuch to serve the province. The cabinet yesterday decided, 
yn my recommendation—and it was not put to a vote, I 
san tell the Leader of the Opposition—to appoint Robert 
Sfixcon as Our representative, our agent general in London, 
England. 

I look forward to his loyal service to this government 
as well as to the broader public interest. I cannot think of a 
detter person to represent the province. We have been well 
served by Tom Wells, who has been there for nearly six 
years and has served the province with great distinction. I 
want everyone to know that I think Robert Nixon’s accom- 
dlishments, his dedication, his great humour, his gusto for 
dublic life and public service will serve us all remarkably 
ell. 

Let me also say how much we are looking forward to 
daving the support, help and, if I may say so, because I 
<now a little bit about some of these things, the work of 
Mr Nixon’s wife, Dorothy. It is a joy to all of us that the 
Nixon family is here today. I cannot imagine she has not 
had moments of feeling that she wished there was a little 
bit more time and a little bit more opportunity to relax and 
see the good Robert. I hope that will be possible in Lon- 
don. I feel very strongly that it will be, as well as a chance 
for great service for them both. 

The Nixon family has contributed an enormous amount 
to the quality of life in this province. On behalf of the 
government, on behalf of the people, I want to say thank 
you and I want to say how much we look forward to many 
more years of co-operation, service and goodwill from 
Robert Nixon, a great and good servant of the people. 


Mr Harris: I really do consider it a privilege. Many 
times, being the leader of a party—I could say even my 
party—is not as rewarding an experience on some of those 
mornings when you wake up as you thought it was going 
to be when you fought so hard to get here. There are other 
days, more of them fortunately than the former—and 
today is one of those other days—where the opportunity to 
speak indeed is not a challenge, not a duty, not one when I 
think anything other than how proud and privileged I am 
to have the opportunity to express the views of my party 
and, of course, myself and members of this Legislature, on 
the Nixon legacy. 70 years, father and son. 

I know a number of members of the family are here. 
You will understand I believe 70 is plenty enough for the 
Guinness Book of World Records, and my bias would be 
that we leave it at that. It will go into the records that way. 
But this moment is something—the nearly 30 years of Bob 
Nixon and the combined 70 of him and his father—none 
of us here in this House will ever experience again in our 
lifetimes. It is not likely that very many people will, unless 
Shelley surprises us and some of our children are still here for 
a dynasty of Martels some day. So it is indeed a privilege. 

I was first elected in 1981 and I can remember being a 
scared and nervous backbencher. The stories of wondering 
where the washrooms, the facilities and the services are 
and what to do are all true. I can remember there were 22 


of us at that time in our party—1981 was a better year for 
us—who were newly elected and we were nervous about 
our first speeches. 

Many of them took place at 10 o’clock at night in those 
days, sometimes 5:45, and Bob Nixon more often than not 
was there for those first speeches of backbench members. 
They were so important to us. Their significance in the 
debate we placed them in of course was irrelevant and we 
all know that. It was a throne speech debate, a budget 
debate or a filler. We were not going to influence any 
votes. We were not trying to. It was an opportunity to talk 
about our ridings and how proud we were to be here and 
who we were and what our dreams and hopes and aspira- 
tions were for the changes we could effect in public life. 

Bob Nixon was not there listening to those speeches 
because it was going to affect his vote on that Conserva- 
tive budget of the day or on the throne speech that had 
been delivered. He was there out of a really deep affection, 
I think, and appreciation for parliamentary democracy, for 
the political process. Bob, I am not sure I have ever said 
this to you, but I wanted you to know how much I appreci- 
ated your being there, in 1981, when I gave my first 
speech. I have re-read it a couple of times. It was rotten. 
Why you ever sat through the whole thing, I do not know. 
Many will say they have not improved much over 10 years 
and I understand that. 

But it meant so much to all of us and to many members 
of all three parties, the fact that he was here in this House, 
that he was always available. Many times, I know, when 
he was House leader for the Liberal Party, the only way we 
Conservative backbenchers could find out what was going 
on was to go and talk to Bob Nixon. We would come out 
of caucus and we were not sure, but Bob always could let 
us know exactly what was going to happen, when it was 
going to happen, what bills and how we were all going to 
vote. He freely shared that information with us and it 
helped us a lot in understanding what was going on. 

I remember many of those occasions. I remember the 
evening sittings when he should probably have been with 
Dorothy and the family at home, but he felt it was impor- 
tant that he be here. This is before he was in government, 
before he was Treasurer and before he had those other 
onerous responsibilities. 

I am not going to share the 1985 experience, as the 
Premier has. That experience was not as good to me as it 
was to the Premier. 


1730 
Hon Mr Rae: Well, it took a while. 


Mr Harris: It took five or six years, as the Premier 
has said, but I would rather share those times and moments 
that meant so much to me. 

I have been to the Nixons’ home for dinner. I indicated 
to him I would be available to come back again, and he 
told me he is moving out of the homestead. He tells me the 
renovations in the new place are going very well and he 
has no regrets about anything that is being done, and that 
one of his family members will be taking over that home. 

Bob was really a friend to people involved in politics 
of all parties, to elected people. He has been a friend of 
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mine, a friend of my family. My wife could never under- 
stand how I could ever say anything nasty about Bob 
Nixon, particularly after she had met him and his wife, in 
that period of 1985 to today. Somehow or other, I always 
found some things, as was my job. Many days, it was very 
challenging for me to do that. 

In conclusion, I tried to go through some clippings. We 
keep a file on everybody, by the way. Members should 
know this. I flipped through. The file on Nixon is this big. 
I just pulled out a couple of the good ones. I threw away 
all the bad ones. 

“A Family with Roots.” This is 1986. “Scratch the sur- 
face of Treasurer Bob Nixon and you will find a farm 
boy.” Well, in many ways he was a farm boy in the very 
positive sense of those who work the land. I thought of 
him that way. 

“Crusty Hot Stove League Keeps Treasurer on His 
Toes.” How many times did we hear about Earl’s Shell? 
What Earl’s Shell symbolized to us was that there are folks 
back home in our ridings, not the ones who contribute 
money, not the ones who knock on doors, not the ones 
who campaign, not the big shots, not the municipal offi- 
cials or the trustees, but ordinary folks. If you do not keep 
in touch with them, you will not truly understand what 
Ontarians are thinking. These are the ones who do not just 
say the things you want to hear. These are the ones who let 
you have it when you should have it. Bob was very good at 
that. 

“Nixon Called Most Important Member” of the whole 
Peterson team in the Peterson era. I have said that on many 
occasions to many people. Bob Nixon will disagree with 
me, but I believe he was the Liberal government from 
1985 to 1990. 

I thought this was an interesting one. I was not going to 
use it today, but then I heard Bob Nixon talk about how a 
month ago he was out on the front steps and he got 
roundly booed. He also alleged that those common folks 
out there were all Bay Street people. Then I got this one 
from 30 September 1987: “Bay Street Cheers Nixon Get- 
ting New Job” as Treasurer. It shows you, whether you like 
to get support from Bay Street or Main Street or Earl’s 
Shell or wherever, it can change from month to month and 
year to year, and inevitably it does. 

“Nixon Coasts to an Easy Victory, Is Already Planning 
Next Budget.” 


Mr Nixon: That was nice; that was then. 


Mr Harris: That was then; that was 1987. He had 
15,000; the runner-up—not my party—5,000, like most 
election fights for Bob Nixon. He may not have thought of 
them that way, and I guess if you do take them for granted, 
they never are easy, but I and those candidates in our party 
who had to come forward kind of knew what the result 
was going to be on voting day before they were nominated. 

“Nixon More Popular Than Ever,” 1987. That was 
then. “Nixon Calls His Ninth Win a Sweet One.” They are 
all sweet, and Bob has had so many more than many of us, 
and his family so many. 

“The Future: Nixon Predicts Grit Revival,” 1990. I al- 
ways had the sense, and he would know, that this last 


period of time has not been easy for Bob Nixon. His party 
has needed him. They have been so much the better that he 
stayed on. I always had the sense, and it is obviously true, 
that he would not leave his party. He did not leave them 
before the last election, when he felt they needed him des- 
perately, and obviously they did. After the election he 
stayed with them, and I always had the sense that he would 
not leave—and this is the last time members will ever hear 
me say this—until his party was back on top. I do not 
know whether it is coincidence that the poll came out 
today that allowed him to make the announcement today, 
but Bob Nixon leaves today with his party back on top. 
After he leaves, I think it will be disastrous. 

I thought this one was very good, and I am winding 
down, but I wanted to say it: “He is Yes Indeed Minister.” 
This is an article from the Toronto Star, 1989. “He’s got 
your world on a string—purse-string, that is—and as such 
is probably the man in provincial politics you’d most love 
to hate.” It is the nature of the job. It says here: “Don’t 
waste your energy. He’ll charm you out of that notion and 
at the same time make you believe that the taxes you’re 
doling out today will 10 years down the road be looked 
back on with yearning as the good old days.” 


Mr Nixon: That’s right. 


Mr Harris: Well, this is the writer’s opinion, and in- 
deed Nixon had that charm. 


The last one is, “MPPs Féte 70 Years of Nixons.” 


I am proud to have known Bob and to be his friend. ] 
will always be his friend, now that I am looking for a place 
to stay, if I can ever get to London. I hope he will always 
consider me his friend as well. I know with the restraint ] 
have been calling for, I will not get over there on the 
government ticket. I am going to have to save up my own 
Aeroplan points or something. I will attempt to do that on 
those flights that I take and pay for out of my own pocket. 

I want to conclude by saying that I and my party en- 
dorse and support wholeheartedly the appointment the Pre- 
mier announces today of Bob Nixon as our agent general 
in London. I spoke about six months ago with Tom Wells 
and I asked him: “What’s happening, Tom? What’s the 
future? You have overstayed your normal term of appoint- 
ment.” He said: “I know. I wish they’d decide, because ] 
can’t afford to stay here any longer.” So I pass that on te 
the Nixons, that this is going to be challenging, it is going 
to be rewarding. He will serve us very well, but the cost of 
living in London is even higher than Toronto, if he can 
believe that. Of course, the wages and the number of jobs 
are more numerous too. 

Bob, we salute you, we toast you and we wish you 
very well. Every success in the future to you and Dorothy 
and your family. 
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Mr Bradley: There are days in the life of a legislative 
body such as this that we all know will be coming forwar¢ 
and will be arriving. There are days we wish would not 
arrive and today is obviously one of those, the day on 
which the member for Brant-Haldimand, a member whe 
has been part of a family which has represented Brant 
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county since 1919, is announcing his resignation from this 
House. 

I cannot think of an individual who has had more im- 
paci on this Legislature than Bob Nixon has over those 
years, certainly more impact on the Liberal Party in his 
capacity as leader and now interim leader, and of course in 
his role as a member of the cabinet of David Peterson. 

He and I have had the odd disagreement, as members 
may be aware, but to me Bob Nixon represents what is the 
best in politics, what some people who observe the politi- 
ical scene today say perhaps is missing. The Premier made 
some allusion to this earlier in his remarks on interim sup- 
ply, about the way in which we conduct ourselves as mem- 
bers of political parties and as members of various 
legislative bodies. 
| The integrity—and that is a word that certainly comes 
to mind for all us—the honesty, the decency, the forth- 
rightness, the loyalty and the dedication have been well 
recognized by people in all parties for a number of years in 
this House, those who have served before us and those 
who have had the opportunity to serve for some years with 
Bob Nixon. 

Indeed I must confess—I do not know if “confess” is 
the appropriate word—that the reason I am in provincial 
politics today is because of Bob Nixon. I cannot say that 
he recruited me in 1967. I understand he tried to block my 
nomination at the time when there was a rather contentious 
fight in the city of St Catharines and a much better candi- 
date lost the nomination. I had just turned voting age at the 
time. But to show the kind of person he is, having gone 
through that crisis, with many letters coming from my 
community saying a better candidate could be found, obvi- 
ously, than this young upstart, the person who rallied to 
‘my cause and stood side by side with me—and I have a 
photograph of this and there was, combined, about 110 
pounds less than today—was Bob Nixon. I think each one 
of the members of the Liberal caucus and those who have 
served over the years could say the same of Bob. 

I look up in the gallery and see Dorothy and the family, 
and of course the grandchildren. Bob reminded me that if I 
went on at great length the grandchildren particularly 
would become restless, so I indicated I would try to keep 
my remarks relatively brief. But I know the strong support 
the family has provided to Bob over the years, that in the 
midst of all the fights that take place in the Legislature and 
on the hustings or around the country, those who were 
always there to rally to his side, those who were there to 
provide the consolation at the appropriate time and the 
support at the appropriate time and who have rallied 
around him for years were those who are in the gallery 
today, and they are members of the Nixon family. 

I will not go through the history of the Nixon family. I 
think we all know it. We know that Bob is exceeding 
proud, and justifiably so, of his father, Harry Nixon, who 
served from 1919 to 1961 in this Legislative Assembly, 
and was a former Premier of this province and a member 
of the Mitch Hepburn cabinet back in the rather interesting 
days of politics in the 1940s. 

I well recall the various leadership conventions that 
Bob went through. True to my strong support for him over 
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the years, I remember the 1973 nomination for the leader 
of the Liberal Party, when on the final ballot I rallied to his 
cause. Left with the choice of Norm Cafik and Bob Nixon, 
I took Bob Nixon as my choice. 

Certainly, at each one of the gatherings of our party— 
and I speak in a partisan sense in this case—there is not a 
person who is more revered and who has had more support 
than Bob over the years. I learned that one day in an inci- 
dent in cabinet when I dared to make a somewhat insulting 
remark to my friend about who was going to be here, or 
something of that nature. We are not supposed to tell cabi- 
net secrets, but Bob responded at the time that he would be 
here as long as the people of this province required him to 
be here. There was thunderous applause and while I 
slipped under the table, red-faced and apologizing, Bob of 
course indicated that all was fine and that the province 
would carry on. 


In philosophy, interestingly enough a lot of people 
probably do not recognize how liberal Bob Nixon is in 
terms of the social values he sees in this province and in 
his view of social issues. He has been portrayed as a fiscal 
Conservative, and that is probably a good portrayal of him 
in that he was always careful with the expenditures of this 
province. At least I as a minister and my colleagues as 
ministers and members of the caucus would recognize this. 
At the same time he had that liberal philosophy that saw 
the very best in everyone, and certainly had a great respect 
for democracy in this province. 


The other thing those of us who have known Bob 
Nixon a long time could say of him, and those in the opposi- 
tion and the third party know this well, is that you always 
know where Bob Nixon stands on every issue. He is certainly 
not one who disguises his point of view. He expresses it with a 
good deal of vehemence and determination. 


Bob, I was glad in cabinet that the table was 15 feet 
wide, particularly when we got into some of our heated 
exchanges. Once again, the tougher the fight and the more 
heated the exchange, the more support you got for Bob 
Nixon when we came out into the Legislative Assembly 
and sat side by side defending a position he perhaps did 
not entirely agree with and defending an individual. Those 
who have experienced this in the three parties would rec- 
ognize this about Bob Nixon and people like him. I have 
been very pleased with and thankful for that kind of sup- 
port, as have my colleagues over the years. 

Last but not least, I was honoured to be asked to be the 
guest speaker at his nomination meeting in Caledonia, 
where I spoke on a number of environmental issues for 
which he had so much passion over the years. That is 
something I will probably remember all my life. 


I also want to thank you very much, Bob, as do all of 
us in the Liberal caucus, for all the support you have gath- 
ered among members of the legal and teaching professions 
over the years. 

The leader of the third party has mentioned that Bob 
Nixon leaves the Liberal Party in first place in the polls 
and we are delighted with that. However, when I look at a 
person in politics and try to make a judgement, I find the 
best way to judge such a person is not by the friends he 
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acquires but by the enemies he makes, and Bob Nixon has 
made all the right enemies in politics. 

Last, upon the passing of his father, Harry Nixon, in 
1961, a quote appeared about him in the Globe and Mail. It 
said, “He possessed a balanced perspective, a fund of com- 
mon sense and a quiet sense of humour.” It is obvious that 
those qualities are hereditary. 

Mr Nixon: I appreciate all those comments, but I am 
out of here. 

The Speaker: With the indulgence of the House, on 
behalf of the assembly staff, of whom the Speaker is the 
chief administrator, I know you leave behind many friends. 
There are many staff people who will miss the kindness 
and understanding you have shown over nearly three de- 
cades. I want to wish you well on their behalf. 

I would also like to mention very briefly the enormous 
respect the member for Brant-Haldimand has for Parlia- 
ment. Parliamentary tradition is very much appreciated by 
the Speaker. 

Hon Mr Laughren: I know a second round of speeches 
would be inappropriate, and I do not intend to do that. I simply 
wanted to send across the floor to the soon-to-be-former dean 
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of the Legislature a small token from our caucus that will 
reflect his roots and, who knows, some day may be some- 
thing to which he returns. I present this to him. 

Hon Miss Martel: Just before I adjourn the House, if 
I might make a few remarks to the member for Brant- 
Haldimand: This member of one dynasty wishes all the 
best to another member of another dynasty in the future. 

Mr Speaker, on behalf of all the members, I would like 
to wish you and your family and all the assembly staff and 
public servants who work so hard for the people of Ontario 
a very happy and safe summer. On my own behalf, I wish 
all my colleagues on all sides a very good summer. Get 
some rest, and we look forward to seeing you back in 
September. 


The Speaker: I would like to thank all members for 
the contributions they have made in attempting to assist 
the Speaker. I appreciate your assistance. I look forward to 
seeing you back here in the fall. This House stands ad- 
journed until 1:30 of the clock on Monday 23 September. 


On motion by Miss Martel, the House adjourned at 
ia: 
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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


Monday 23 September 1991 


The House met at 1330. 
Prayers. 


ELECTORAL DISTRICT OF BRANT-HALDIMAND 


The Speaker: I beg to inform the House that a va- 
‘ancy has occurred in the membership of the House by 
eason of the resignation of Robert F. Nixon, Esq, member 
or the electoral district of Brant-Haldimand. Accordingly, 
ny warrant has been issued to the chief election officer for 
he issue of a writ for a by-election. 


FIRST DEPUTY CHAIR 


The Speaker: I beg to inform the House that a va- 
vancy has occurred in the office of First Deputy Chair of 
he committee of the whole House by reason of the resig- 
ation of Karen Haslam, member for the electoral district 
yf Perth. 


LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION 


The Speaker: I beg to inform the House that Mr 
3Iston, member for the electoral district of Bruce, is recog- 
1ized as leader of Her Majesty’s loyal opposition. 


BOARD OF INTERNAL ECONOMY 


The Speaker: I beg to inform the House that I have 
oday laid upon the table a copy of an order in council 
1umbered OC-1980/91 and dated 16 August 1991 appoint- 
ng the Speaker, who shall be the Chair, Mr Cooke, Mrs 
Soppen, Mr Pouliot, Mr Drainville, Mr Bradley and Mr 
aves as commissioners to the Board of Internal Economy. 

I beg to inform the House that I have today laid upon 
he table a copy of an order in council numbered OC- 
2176/91 and dated 13 September 1991 appointing Mr 
Christopherson as a commissioner to the Board of Internal 
4conomy in the place of Mr Drainville. 


LEGISLATIVE PAGES 


The Speaker: I would ask at this time for all members 
© join me in welcoming the fifth group of pages to serve 
n the first session of the 35th Parliament: Natalie Blach- 
tte, Nickel Belt; Jennifer Cho, Sault Ste Marie; Timothy 
Shristie, Elgin; Jeffrey Copenace, Kenora; Nicholas Cryer, 
Simcoe West; Melissa Cyr, Prescott and Russell; Carolyn 
soossen, Fort York; Mark Grassie, Victoria-Haliburton; 
3enjamin Holmes, Windsor-Riverside; Sarah Jenkins, 
Simcoe Centre; Christopher Jull, Durham- York; Benjamin 
0, Mississauga West; Amber Locker, Lanark-Renfrew; 
scott Maenpaa, Lake Nipigon; Aoife Maguire, S-D-G & 
ast Grenville; Catherine Marlow, Northumberland; Mark 
Matsos, Burlington South; Tasha Mayer, Bruce; Sarah 
Mobach, Algoma; Julian Ovens, Ottawa Centre; Henry 
Rogers, Ottawa-Rideau; Robert Schmidt, Brant- 
daldimand; Leah Spicer, Essex-Kent; and Amanda Ward, 
Rainy River. 

Would you please welcome these pages to our midst. 
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VISITORS 


The Speaker: I would also like to inform the mem- 
bers of the assembly that we have in the Speaker’s gallery 
today Mr Philip Wright, who is the Sergeant at Arms from 
the House of Commons, London, England. Would you 
please welcome him to our midst. 

Also seated in the Speaker’s gallery today is a group of 
parliamentarians and legislative staff representing various 
Asian countries: Bangladesh, Nepal, Fiji, Western Samoa, 
Pakistan, the Philippines, Taiwan and Thailand. Would you 
please join me in welcoming these guests to our gallery 
this afternoon. 

We have an additional guest, also seated in the gallery, 
the Rev William Roberts, MLA from Edmonton Centre. 


MEMBERS’ STATEMENTS 


GOVERNMENT POLICY 


Mr Chiarelli: Last September, the NDP surprised it- 
self and the people of Ontario by gaining a majority gov- 
ernment with 37% of the votes, and the ministers and 
caucus of this government actually believed they had the 
moral and democratic authority to legislate an ideology. 
Let us hope that by now ministers have learned that sim- 
plistic ideology and service to the people of Ontario are 
doomed to conflict. Why else would the government have 
retreated on rent control, retreated on the wage protection 
plan, retreated on automobile insurance, retreated on Sun- 
day shopping and now a full retreat on its budget policy? 

This government needs to start all over. Workers are 
worried and business is in bunkers. For example, having 
wasted a year and $5 million on auto insurance studies, the 
Ministry of Financial Institutions has shown no direction 
on pension reforms, on Ontario Securities Commission re- 
forms, on protection for financial consumers, on harmo- 
nizing trust company legislation. 

This government is gulping salt water as it floats aim- 
lessly in a sea of confusion. The NDP agenda has floated 
out with the tide and there is nothing but clouds rolling in. 
There is no Rae of sunshine being seen in Ontario. 


NATIONAL WOMEN’S CENTRES DAY 


Mrs Witmer: I would like to draw the members’ at- 
tention to National Women’s Centres Day. 

The theme for this year’s campaign is Keep the Doors 
Open for Women, a theme which reflects the very serious 
financial problems faced by many women’s centres. As a 
result of a lack of adequate and stable financial support 
from the provincial government, some have closed their 
doors and others are experiencing extreme difficulty in 
keeping their doors open for women. 

Women’s centres provide information and resource and 
support services for women. In addition, many services 
such as transition houses and rape crisis centres are started 
and organized by women through women’s centres. These 
centres play an extremely important role in helping women 
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in their communities identify problems and develop their 
own solutions. I would like to thank the dedicated staff and 
volunteers for their service to women. 

The 19 women’s centres in Ontario may be forced to 
close their doors if the government does not take action to 
support them. I would like to take this opportunity to urge 
the new Minister without Portfolio responsible for 
women’s issues to take a serious look at the way in which 
these centres are funded and to take appropriate action to 
indeed keep the doors open for women. 


CONSTITUTIONAL CONFERENCE 


Mr Drainville: I want to inform the members of this 
chamber of an initiative being taken by the select commit- 
tee on Ontario in Confederation which we hope will help 
in our quest to strengthen and revitalize this nation. 

In just over four weeks’ time, on October 17, 18 and 
19, the select committee is sponsoring a constitutional con- 
ference to be held in Hart House at the University of To- 
ronto. Delegates from across Ontario have been selected 
and invited to participate in the committee’s development 
of its report to the Legislature. 

We expect to have 130 delegates who have been cho- 
sen to be as representative as possible of the 10 million 
people of Ontario. This difficult task has been accom- 
plished through a great deal of non-partisan work on the 
part of all three parties represented here in this Legislature. 

Although this is to be a dialogue with and among the 
people of Ontario, we have invited 20 observers from the 
other provinces and territories, from native and aboriginal 
groups and from the three national parties in the House of 
Commons and the government of Canada. Through this 
conference we hope to achieve some refinement of the 
diverse opinions and concerns that have been expressed by 
Ontarians across the province in order to reach our goal of 
reporting on what our province’s role should be in 
Canada’s future. We look forward with eager anticipation 
to this historical and momentous event. 


1340 
LONG POINT REGION 


Mr Mancini: I stand in the House today to draw at- 
tention to a blueprint for the preservation and enhancement 
of the Long Point region. Long Point is an outstanding 
wildlife habitat. Its ecological significance is documented 
by every level of government, including being named a 
biosphere reserve by UNESCO. 

The area has come under intense developmental pres- 
sure. In response to this, the following groups—the Cana- 
dian Environmental Defence Fund; the Canadian Nature 
Federation; the Canadian Wildlife Federation; the Coali- 
tion Advocating Responsible Development, Haldimand- 
Norfolk; the Federation of Ontario Naturalists; Norfolk 
Field Naturalists, and the Ontario Federation of Anglers 
and Hunters—which represent over 500,000 Canadians, 
prepared the blueprint under the title Long Point: Our 
Common Interest. 

The groups want the provincial government (1) to de- 
clare Long Point a provincial resource in which it has a 
provincial interest, (2) to initiate immediately a study of 
the carrying capacity of the entire Long Point region and 
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(3) to develop criteria for approving future development in 
the Long Point watershed. 


VICTIMS OF VIOLENCE 


Mr Jackson: This summer was a summer of painful 
tragedy and sad loss for the people of Burlington. On June 
29, the dismembered body of 14-year-old Burlington stu- 
dent Leslie Mahaffy was found. Five weeks later, 19-year- 
old Nina De Villiers was abducted in Burlington and was 
later found murdered in Kingston. In the words of Nina’s 
father, Dr Rocco De Villiers, “Our families, friends and the 
wider community have suffered an incurable loss.” 

These tragedies have shaken all members of the Bur- 
lington community, who, to their great credit, spared no 
effort to demonstrate their support for the families of the 
victims, whose grief they helped shoulder, especially dur- 
ing the long, anxious searches in the summer heat in which 
thousands participated. These tragedies have likewise for 
ever shattered the false sense of security of those who 
think “It can’t happen here,” and more people took part in 
this year’s Take Back the Night walk in Halton than in all 
previous marches combined. 

Leslie Mahaffy and Nina De Villiers are not only vic- 
tims but martyrs who serve as cruel reminders of the con- 
tinuing vulnerability and victimization of women in our 
society. It is now up to us who honour their memory, and 
especially the members of this Legislature, to press for- 
ward with needed initiatives to protect women and chil- 
dren against violence and to assist the victims. 

It is now up to us to move swiftly and decisively to 
make a safer and more secure future for all women in all 
communities across Ontario a reality. Only such an 
achievement can become a meaningful and lasting tribute 
to the memory of Leslie Mahaffy and Nina De Villiers. 
May their all too brief time with us serve now as a beacon 
for these reforms in the weeks ahead. 


RECYCLING 


Mr Fletcher: Guelph has been a leader in recycling 
and I have always been proud of that fact. Recently offi- 
cials from the company Consumers Glass wrote to me to 
say Guelph and Wellington county’s recycling success 
story has never been more clear. 

Consumers Glass is the major purchaser of blue box 
glass. In the first six months of 1991, Guelph and Welling- 
ton county residents recycled 20% more glass than in the 
last six months of 1990. That is up to 904 tons of glass 
from 755 tons. Based on these figures, an increase of 43% 
is expected for all of 1991 compared to last year. The more 
glass we recycle means more revenue for recycling pro- 
grams in Guelph and area. | 

Consumers Glass says that from its familiarity with 
recycling practices in Canada and the United States, there. 
is no doubt Ontario is currently the leader in glass recycl- 
ing. So it seems that Guelph and Wellington county are on: 
the cutting edge of glass recycling in the province. | 

This is merely the latest in a long line of environmental. 
achievements in my riding, where participation in 
Ontario’s blue box program is over 95%. Guelph’s blue. 
box program just recently expanded to include aluminum 
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foil and pie plates. For the month of October a pilot project 
with Alcan will enable residents to recycle products such 
as aluminum ladders, pots, lawn chairs and screen doors. 

Guelph’s wet-dry recycling pilot project has been run- 
ning for two years. Residents divide their waste into or- 
ganic matter for municipal composting and dry recyclable 
wastes for the blue box or city recycling depot. I am proud 
that the citizens of Guelph, environmental groups and city 
hall are pitching in with our province’s aggressive program 
of reduce, reuse and recycle. 


SHIPBUILDING INDUSTRY 


Mrs McLeod: Last night in Thunder Bay and St 
Catharines, members of the United Steelworkers of Amer- 
ica locals held rallies to support a bid that could bring 
stability to their jobs. Members of this union work at Port- 
ship in Thunder Bay and Port Weller in St Catharines, the 
two remaining shipyards in Ontario. The parent company 
of these shipyards has bid on a federal contract to build 12 
minesweepers. 

I do not need to tell you, Mr Speaker, that the eco- 
nomic benefits for Thunder Bay and St Catharines would 
be extensive if this contract were to be won. At a time 
when industry in our province is being hard hit, it is imper- 
ative that we do everything possible to protect the jobs we 
now have. The shipyards at Portship and Port Weller have the 
experience and the capability to undertake these contracts. 

We need to be assured that the Ontario bid is being 
fairly considered by the federal government. I have there- 
fore written to the Minister of National Defence asking 
him to provide that assurance. I have also written to the 
Ontario Minister of Industry, Trade and Technology asking 
him to seek the same assurances. As Ontario’s industry 
minister is aware, this contract could help to save Ontario’s 
two remaining shipyards. I call upon him to do whatever he 
can to ensure that this contract comes to Ontario. 


ELECTORAL DISTRICT OF BRANT-HALDIMAND 


Mr Villeneuve: I rise today to call on the government 
to name the date for a by-election in the riding of Brant- 
Haldimand. At this time of very real crisis and extreme 
financial hardship in Ontario’s rural and agricultural com- 
munities, the electors of Brant-Haldimand need and de- 
Serve a voice in this House. Today those people are 
without representation as the result of the retirement from 
the Legislature, of the honourable member, our friend Bob 
Nixon. 

Over the course of the summer, since that retirement 
was announced, the situation in our farming community 
has grown steadily worse. The farmers of Brant- 
Haldimand have joined those of Essex and Kent counties 
and many others that were present in Lucknow recently 
demanding emergency aid from their government—emer- 
gency aid now. 

My leader and fellow caucus members met with many 
Brant-Haldimand residents recently. In that area, and in- 
deed across Ontario, serious concerns about the future of 
farms and agriculture in general have been expressed. We 
all have serious concerns about the legislation this govern- 
ment is planning to introduce, yet there appears to be very 
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little concern on the part of the government in addressing 
this inequity. 

Legislative representation is an essential cornerstone of 
our democratic process. On behalf of the unrepresented 
residents of Brant-Haldimand and agriculture in general, I 
call on the government to ensure that all Ontarians have 
representation. It should call that election today. 


NIAGARA GRAPE AND WINE FESTIVAL 


Ms Haeck: I rise once again to extol the virtues of my 
riding, St Catharines-Brock, and the wine country sur- 
rounding it. Niagara is part of Festival Country Ontario, 
and its citizens have much to celebrate: folk arts in St 
Catharines in May, peaches in Niagara-on-the-Lake during 
August, and at this time of year the grape harvest. 

Since 1952 the city of St Catharines has been the focal 
point of this celebration, but the grape growers all the way 
from Grimsby to Niagara-on-the-Lake, the 25 wineries lo- 
cated there and the Ontario Wine Council all have made 
huge contributions to the success of the Niagara Grape and 
Wine Festival. Recognizing that there actually is another 
wine region in Ontario, those who visit the festival will 
have the opportunity to sample Colio wines from Essex. 

I am happy to say that the festivities this year will be 
presided over not by a grape king, as in previous years, but 
by a grape queen, Ms Donna Lailey, a prominent woman 
grape grower who is being honoured this year for her con- 
tributions to the wine industry in Niagara. 

Wines, juices, great food and entertainment all this 
week, and next Saturday one of the largest parades in On- 
tario—everything is there for the members’ enjoyment. I 
know I speak for the festival organizers and for St 
Catharines’ exuberant mayor, Joe McCaffrey, when I say 
there is no better place to be in this coming week than at 
the Niagara Grape and Wine Festival in St Catharines. 


1350 
VISITOR 


The Speaker: Before continuing with the business, I 
would like to invite members to welcome to our midst this 
afternoon, seated in the members’ gallery, Mr Jack Harris, 
MHA from Newfoundland. 


LEGISLATIVE INTERNS 


The Speaker: I also want to welcome a very special 
group of young people, who are seated in the Speaker’s 
gallery, this year’s group of legislative interns, whom I 
know you will see from time to time around the building. 
Would you please welcome them to our midst. 


LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION 

Hon Mr Rae: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I 
wonder if I might have the unanimous consent of the 
House to welcome the new Leader of the Opposition in his 
new role. 

Just very briefly, I know honourable members would 
want to say at least a couple of words, and I would like to 
do it before the question period rather than after the ques- 
tion period in case I change my mind. I do want to say to 
the member that his contribution to this House in opposi- 
tion and in government has been tremendous and that he 
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has the personal respect and affection of all of us, and 
certainly of all of us in the government. I personally look 
forward to working with him very much in the days ahead. 


Mr Harris: I rushed in here so I would have this op- 
portunity to say something nice about my colleague for— 
what is his riding, Mr Speaker? You could tell my thoughts 
were elsewhere. 


I too join with the Premier and I think with all mem- 
bers of the House in extending our condolences to the 
member for Bruce. It is condolences. He has accepted on 
behalf of his party—something that the former member for 
Sarnia, Mr Brandt, accepted on behalf of our party—one 
of the most difficult challenges there is for a legislator in 
parliamentary democracy, particularly here in Ontario. To 
carry forward that challenge and provide unity and focus 
as best one can while leadership candidates are running 
around the province, as I was doing a few years ago, is not 
an easy task. 

I have known the member for Bruce for a considerable 
period of time on both sides of the House, at House 
leaders’ meetings and when we worked together on the 
environment away back in the early 1980s, he then as 
critic and J as a strong progressive in favour of implement- 
ing many new environment policies in this province. 


It is not an easy challenge; it is difficult. I believe the 
member for Bruce is very capable of handling it. I know it 
is a sacrifice that he has made on behalf of the people of 
this province, and specifically on behalf of his party, which 
for some reason or other he believes so strongly in. 


I join the Premier in welcoming and looking forward to 
working with the leader of the official opposition of the 
Liberal Party for whatever period of time his party decides 
it will take to get its act together. If they are smart, they 
will do it quicker than our party did. 


Mr Elston: Just very briefly, Mr Speaker, thank you 
for the introduction earlier, and to the Premier and the 
leader of the third party. It is a pleasure to be here in this 
role because it is a very important one. 


I am here today supported ably by my wife, Trudy, and 
her parents, Laura and Ed McLeish, who are sitting just up 
here. It seems like a worthwhile way to kick off our en- 
deavours here in this new session to have full family sup- 
port in getting down to work to try to get Ontario back to 
business. 


I am proud to say that I followed with some degree of 
envy the greening of the third party’s leader over the sum- 
mer. I understand he was on the golf course a fair bit. He is 
tanned and ready to go. Since he could not remember my 
riding, I just want to tell him there are several good golf 
courses up around Southampton and Port Elgin and some 


around Walkerton and Wingham. I can tell the honourable . 


gentleman, the member for Nipissing, that we are ready 
and willing as a group of legislators to get on with work to 
see if we can get some folks back to work in Ontario. 


I look forward to a very productive time period and I 
can tell the honourable member for Nipissing that the party 
is not looking to extend my stay as interim leader too 
awfully long. I think there should be in due course an 
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announcement about a permanent successor to our last per- 
manent leader. 


STATEMENT BY THE MINISTRY 


ONTARIO ECONOMY 
L7ECONOMIE DE L’ONTARIO 


Hon Mr Rae: It is with pleasure that I welcome mem- 
bers back to the Legislature for this fall sitting of the 
House. I am looking forward to a productive and a 
hardworking session. There is much to accomplish. 

It is now clear that Ontario faces its most serious eco- 
nomic challenge since the Great Depression. Unemploy- 
ment is far too high. We have lost thousands of permanent 
jobs. Rural Ontario is in difficulty due to the collapse in 
farm incomes. Nearly a million Ontarians are relying on 
some kind of social assistance. Unemployment insurance 
is less effective than it needs to be. There is less trust and 
goodwill than there needs to be to build the basis for 
recovery. 

Renewing our economy must be the central focus of 
our work as a province. We must find within ourselves and 
within our society the basis for a stronger consensus on 
Ontario’s and Canada’s economic, political and social fu- 
ture than exists right now. 

Au cours des prochaines semaines, les ministres an- 
nonceront des initiatives de collaboration avec le monde 
des affaires, les syndicats et les localités afin de favoriser 
le renouveau de |’économie ontarienne. Nous travaillerons 
de concert avec les agriculteurs en vue de relancer 1’écono- 
mie rurale. Nos objectifs sont bien simples : création 
d’emplois, formation de la main-d’oeuvre et stimulation 
des investissements. Nous nous apprétons 4 prendre des 
mesures qui apporteront de l’aide immédiate tout en pla- 
cant l’Ontario en meilleure position pour profiter de la 
reprise. 

The gap between government, business and labour is 
far too great. Business has taken the view that Ontario’s 
government is too pro-labour. Labour feels that the Mul- 
roney government is too pro-business. Our two govern- 
ments have been at odds on most important economic 
questions. It may be politically convenient for both gov- 
ernments to take shots at each other, but the public interest 
demands more co-operation. Finger-pointing is a luxury 
our economy cannot afford. We must improve the climate 
for jobs and investment and increase the level of trust 
between the economic partners. I would suggest that the 
Mulroney government needs to do the same. We can start 
with some practical examples. 

Canada’s economy dramatically underinvests in trad- 
ing, research and development. Government cannot do it 
all. We must all do more. Workers can buy into change 
when they see the opportunities in retraining and lifelong 
access to education. The labour market partners need to 
take more responsibility in this area. 

Deputy Minister Naomi Alboim has been given the 
responsibility of leading a consultation this fall based on’ 
much work and discussion that has already taken place. 
The province and the federal government have to stop fall- 
ing all over each other. We are proposing a partnership for | 
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raining with Ottawa, business and labour, and we want to 
ee progress start right now. 
400 

Ontario’s manufacturing continues to go through deep 
changes. So are all sectors of the economy: services, retail, 
he financial sector. I have to tell the House that while 
here are some signs of a modest recovery in parts of our 
conomy, major changes in our core manufacturing base 
re still happening. The layoffs are not over. 

This government needs to and will work more inten- 
ively with each sector. Government ministries need to 
ocus on the changes taking place in those sectors that are 
‘rucial to the economic future of Ontario and to develop 
olicies and programs that will keep these industries pro- 
luctive and competitive. 

In aerospace, for example, our decision to seek a part- 
1ership with the European consortium of Aérospatiale SA 
ind Alenia SpA in the ownership of de Havilland is based 
yn our view of the strategic importance of this industry for 
Intario and Canada, the fact that government participation 
s essential for its future here, as it is in the rest of the 
vorld, and that we cannot afford to simply watch what 
1appens from the sidelines. 

Ce gouvernement a eu a répondre a un bon nombre de 
rises économiques qui ont frappé les entreprises et les 
ollectivités. Cela se produira encore. Nous avons démon- 
ré que nous pouvons travailler avec tous les partenaires 
‘conomiques en vue d’aider a résoudre des problémes pra- 
iques. Il est important et méme critique de commencer a 
sauver des emplois. 

These crises which have happened over the summer 
ind with which I have been personally involved as Pre- 
nier point out several truths: Our industries have to be 
ible to buy and sell in Canadian and world markets at 
-ompetitive prices or they will not be able to survive; Ca- 
jadian workers are willing to make sacrifices when they 
now they are being treated fairly; investment capital must 
ye innovative and timely and look to the long term; and the 
yrganization of government must be mobilized more cre- 
tively to deal with the challenge of economic renewal in 
nany different sectors of the economy. 

These problems have convinced the government that 
we have to change our tax laws to make it more attractive 
‘or workers to invest in their own futures. Worker owner- 
ship and worker participation in ownership are going to be 
a necessary part of Ontario’s recovery and renewal. We 
jeed the co-operation of the federal government to make 
his program work. 

We are also going to need the co-operation of business 
and the federal government as we work to help people get 
»ff welfare and back into the workforce. The federal cuts 
n unemployment insurance have put thousands more 
Ontarians on the welfare rolls of the province and the mu- 
licipalities. With nearly a million people in this province 
1ow depending on social assistance, we need a sustained 
ffort to get people off welfare and back to work. 

We need*tO be more aggressive in searching for new 
industries, in promoting them and their connection with 
bur current strengths. We are going to be doing more, for 
example, to identify those areas, like environmental and 
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green industries, for example, where we can make break- 
throughs because of our own policies on recycling and 
cleaner air and water, because of our universities and our 
knowledge base, and because of our priorities as a province. 

There will always be those who will say that the an- 
swer is simply for the government and labour to get out of 
the way. The difficulty for this approach is that it ignores 
the public’s demand for a cleaner environment and better 
services, and that it ignores the reality in an economy such 
as ours that public investment is a necessary partner. 


That is even more true of the labour movement. I have 
heard criticisms from the business community of proposals 
for labour law reform. I want to stress that what we do as a 
government will follow real consultation with business, 
labour and the general public. But this government be- 
lieves that worker participation and the right to organize 
are important and valuable and in a modern firm can con- 
tribute to greater productivity. Power and responsibility go 
together. Increase trust, create mutual self-confidence, stop 
the sense that every dispute is about survival itself: These 
are all ways to promote stability and better industrial rela- 
tions, and that is exactly what this government wants to 
do. 


We also recognize that an improvement in the quality 
of our industrial relations is crucial for Ontario’s future. 
Suspicion between labour and management, between both 
parties and government, has to be broken down. If this 
does not happen, our ability to attract and hold investment 
will be seriously affected and any proposals from this gov- 
ernment will reflect that fact. 

We shall continue to work intensively with the private 
sector and other provinces to effect a change in federal 
exchange rate policy. We have to recognize that the high 
dollar is severely limiting our capacity to maintain market 
share in our most important and valued export market, the 
United States. I intend to raise this issue in a constructive 
way with the federal government and with the governor of 
the Bank of Canada, John Crow. 


Concerns have been raised by them about wage settle- 
ments and about levels of public debt and about the con- 
nection between these factors and high interest rates and a 
higher dollar. I say to them and I say to the House that we 
need a national strategy, in which Ontario would very 
much like to be involved, that will allow us to get the 
dollar down and to keep interest rates at an affordable 
level. 


It is in no one’s interest to see inflation take off again, 
nor does it make sense to have our interest rates and dol- 
lars at levels that make it more difficult than necessary to 
keep us competitive in foreign markets. This government 
supports the decision by the federal government, and I 
hope the House would support it as well, to end the 15% 
softwood lumber export tax. 


We are also concerned that Canada’s steel exports get 
treated fairly in the United States. We are determined to 
work with the federal government to ensure fair access for 
our products in the US marketplace. I discussed these is- 
sues with Canada’s ambassador to the United States, 
Derek Burney, last week and I shall be raising them with 
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the governors of many midwestern states who are meeting 
in Milwaukee next week. 

I shall be meeting with the Premier’s Council on Eco- 
nomic Renewal later this week to discuss these issues and 
to ask its advice on this agenda. I also need and look 
forward to receiving the advice of the House. We can and 
we will succeed. 


RESPONSES 


ONTARIO ECONOMY 


Mr Elston: It is interesting to note that we have had 
here what amounts to a new throne speech. Perhaps our 
waiting for a new Lieutenant Governor has been all that 
has been in the way of this government completely remov- 
ing itself from its first statement to the people about what 
it intended to do. 

It is about as full of concrete activities as we could ever 
expect from the government, and perhaps it is about the 
same as you would expect from a throne speech. It is also, 
if I were to do the critical analysis, an interesting juxtapo- 
sition of a request to end finger-pointing when all through 
the entire debate there were fingers pointing at everybody 
but themselves. I find that highly unconstructive and I find 
it highly indicative of the problems in which this organiza- 
tion finds itself. 

Yes, we are prepared to work hand in hand with these 
people to try and get Ontarians back to work, if these 
people will share openly and without hesitation the infor- 
mation that the opposition needs to actually work along 
with them in a timely and, more important, in a sensitive 
fashion so that we can create new jobs. 

But we have to have the information. We cannot be 
faced with secretive droppings of information here or there 
to somebody in the right media location; we cannot be 
faced with documents being written which talk about put- 
ting down one group in society’s concern about the way 
this government is going; we cannot be faced with an NDP 
organization that is writing fund-raising letters on the basis 
that it is creating suspicion and undermining the role of 
business in creating jobs in this province. We cannot be 
faced with all of these contradictions, which are not evident 
in this new statement by the first minister of the province. 

How he can expect that we can accept at face value 
these words written today, after we have been moving for 
months and months to try to get Ontarians back to work to 
try and construct a very good way of developing new jobs 
for Ontario, is beyond belief. This gentleman will have our 
co-operation if he provides us with the means by which we 
can be constructive. I will pledge to bring forward the 
types of ideas that the member for Etobicoke-Rexdale 
would only wish he had time to remember when he gets 
back to his office. 

We have lots of things to do, and there has been a 
request by this Premier that we do them in a new fashion 
in this Legislative Assembly, with some sense of restraint 
as it comes to being disillusioned with the types of activi- 
ties this government has so far undertaken, with some re- 
moval of the angst that has affected some of the past 
discussions in this place. I pledge myself to that, if he only 
shares with us in a way which will allow us to do the work 


the information we need to also be credible partners in 
what has got to be a renewal of the province of Ontario. 
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Mr Phillips: I might just add a couple of thoughts to 
the Premier. One is that he very much is looking forward, I 
know, to goodwill on both sides. We are very much look- 
ing forward to the Treasurer’s statement on the budget 
soon. I might say, in the interest of goodwill, that we went 
through five weeks of hearings on the budget. I frankly 
was a bit disappointed, because the NDP orchestrated so 
many people to come and speak in favour of the budget 
that it was not an exercise in goodwill. Members cannot 
deny that; that is a fact. 


The second thing in the document mentioned by the 
Premier is that the Labour Relations Act was only in its 
tentative stages. I might say that anyone who has read that 
cabinet document realizes it was in its very final stages. 
The Premier in his remarks today said that they are open to 
consultation, but the problem we run into is that we have 
“open to consultation” and then we see a cabinet document 
where the Labour Relations Act was in its very final 
stages. This is what causes mistrust and lack of goodwill. 

The third thing I would say is that the Premier is look- 
ing for the economy to get rolling at the very same time as 
we see Hydro rates going up this year by 12%. I gather the 
plan is that they will go up for the next two years at the 
same rate, so just at the time when we are trying to get the 
economy rolling we see contradictory statements. 


So certainly we look forward to a sense of goodwill, 
but we need some tangible examples of goodwill on behalf 
of the government so that we can work co-operatively to 
get this economy rolling again. 


Mr Harris: I first of all want to congratulate the Pre- 
mier for making an absolutely correct decision on automo- 
bile insurance for this province. It is not in his statement, 
but I think it is implied. 


Second, I really do appreciate the opportunity to re- 
spond to this statement, which I accept in the spirit that it 
was given as an astounding admission that the government 
of Ontario for the past year has been heading 180 degrees 
in the wrong direction. 


I read through the statement and looked at the rhetoric 
and it was much like a letter I wrote to the Premier back on 
August 8 suggesting the types of responses, other than 
finger-pointing, that should be coming forward from the 
Premier, and our desire and willingness to work with the 
Premier on this new direction I have heard from him today, 
in his embracing the private sector on automobile insur- 
ance and in many other areas where they can deliver ser- 
vices Ontarians need cheaper, better and more efficiently 
than government can. 


I want to mention a couple of things. The rhetoric is 
right when he talks about greater co-operation with the 
federal government. The leader of the Liberal Party has 
pointed out that the NDP obviously has not caught up to 
the Premier on this, but he is head of that party as well. I 
hope it is reflected as well that that type of rhetoric does 


not come from his party. | 
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I might suggest to the Premier as well that he talk to 
is Minister of Agriculture and Food. The Minister of Ag- 
iculture and Food just a week ago in a statement to the 
armers at the plowing match went to great pains to point 
ut where he felt the federal government was favouring 
ther provinces over Ontario. It was not a view shared by 
he Ontario Federation of Agriculture. In fact, they were 
yffended. When asked by the media, the minister said, 
Well; they came out with a program and only Saskatche- 
van was Smart enough and quick enough to get in on it 
nd we weren’t ready,” and that was his example of bias. 
That type of nonsense must stop. I accept the Premier’s 
tatement today as a message to the people, to the federal 
‘overnnment and to us, and I hope his cabinet ministers 
re listening as well. 


The Premier says on page 4, “These crises point out 
everal truths: Our industries have to be able to buy and 
ell in Canadian and world markets at competitive prices, 
r they will not be able to survive.” That is the right rheto- 
ic; there is no question about it. 


We are happy to hear him now using the same rhetoric 
have been using for the past period of time. Our caucus 
as been imploring him to get on that agenda for the last 
rear. We will be diligent and co-operative in seeing that 
his rhetoric is translated into action because we believe 
he biggest impediment to a competitive economy is gov- 
mment itself. 


The Premier goes on to say, “We have to change our 
ax laws to make it more attractive for workers to invest in 
heir own futures.” We must change our tax laws, we must 
change our whole modus operandi to make it attractive for 
inybody anywhere in the world, including our own work- 
rs, to be able to say, “Ontario is a good place to invest.” 


On page 5 he talks about government proactive inter- 
vention to lead the way in environmental technology and 
0 capitalize on our environmental initiatives in this prov- 
nce. I applaud the Premier if he will look at the best 
rogram, the $1-billion announcement I made in the last 
‘ampaign, where I outlined how we should move in this 
lirection, how we should quit wasting money on jobs pro- 
lucing uranium at five times the world market price, 
$417,000 per job, and how we should move to those things 
ve are good at, where we have a reputation, and take those 
lollars and invest in that. 


I laid out quite a comprehensive plan to take the billion 
lollars Peterson was wasting and the Premier has carried 
yn wasting on old technologies, on aircraft plants that can- 
10t compete and on old mines that cannot compete. Let’s 
yet on with what we are good at. I will send that proposal 
0 the Premier and work co-operatively with him on it. 


The Speaker: It is time for oral questions. 


Mr Elston: Just before we start that, Mr Speaker, I 
lave somewhat of a complaint to make before we begin 
yur questioning. My immediate predecessor and the first 
ninister of the province, when he was in opposition, had 
he able assistance of Mr Gerry McAuliffe giving daily 
adio broadcasts upon which to base questions. I think the 
Premier has helped to make sure Mr McAuliffe is no 


longer with us but is working down at the east end of the 
second floor. 

I just wish to tell members that we are operating at a 
slight disadvantage without Mr McAuliffe’s able help to 
the opposition, and perhaps at some point we could inter- 
view Mr McAuliffe in his new position. I thought that 
would be an interesting way to begin. 


The Speaker: If you are able to survive without Mr 
McAuliffe, could we start? 


1420 
ORAL QUESTIONS 


ASSISTANCE TO FARMERS 


Mr Elston: On a more serious note, we have had the 
statement of the first minister about economic renewal and 
I would like to visit the mind of our friend the member for 
Hastings-Peterborough, the Minister of Agriculture and 
Food, because we recognize agriculture as one of the key 
components in an economic renewal in this province. 

There are over 500,000 people involved in working in 
agriculture in the province and I should like to know from 
the member for Hastings-Peterborough— 


Interjections. 


Mr Elston: Mr Speaker, could you feed the turkeys 
over here just for a minute? They are all gobbling away. 

There is a crisis in agriculture. There is a 35% decline 
in prices for grains and oil seeds. The livestock industry is 
hard hit. Fruit farmers down in the Niagara Peninsula are 
also facing devastating problems with the resultant lack of 
options for them. 

The Minister of Agriculture and Food announced he 
was going to be putting his hands on extra money in the 
Treasurer’s vault and delivering it to the farmers of this 
province. When is he going to start to address the $124- 
million problem which was brought to his attention last 
week at Lambton county’s international plowing match 
version? 


Hon Mr Buchanan: The problem is serious. The gov- 
ernment has recognized that. As the interim Leader of the 
Opposition knows, I have been travelling the province to 
get a grasp on the seriousness of the situation. The prob- 
lem is complex. The problem is very serious in terms of 
grain and oil seeds and the export prices we get. There are 
other problems in the Niagara area. There are problems 
down in the Essex— 


Interjections. 

The Speaker: Would the minister take his seat? In 
order to proceed with a proper question and answer period, 
it is necessary for people to listen when responses are 
given. I ask the Minister of Agriculture and Food to con- 
tinue with his response. 

Hon Mr Buchanan: I was trying to point out that the 
problem is multifaceted. There are many parts to the 
problem. 

Interjection. 


The Speaker: Would the member for St George-St 
David come to order. 
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Hon Mr Buchanan: We have been doing an analysis 
and I have been working on a package which would recog- 
nize the different difficulties across the farm community as 
it appears in the Niagara region, as it appears in Essex- 
Kent and as it appears in the grains and oil seeds sector. As 
the Premier noted in his statement, we are working to- 
wards a package in terms of economic renewal. Agricul- 
ture is important and we intend to address the concerns 
and the serious situation we have in the farm community. 


Mr Elston: Not that long ago I was at a meeting of 
over 1,000 people who are angry and frustrated about the 
lack of activity of this government with respect to agricul- 
tural problems in Ontario. It has been a year now and so 
far the agriculture minister has been unable to tour the 
crop-damaged areas in Essex and Kent. He has been un- 
able to meet with major farm groups to talk specifically 
about the problems in agriculture except as they happen to 
come together in various locations. His government has 
been unable to arrange an emergency debate in the stand- 
ing committee on resources development which, all the 
members agreed, should be held before we got back to this 
House, and only now are we getting down to business. 

Having said that he is going to provide the assistance, 
and since the minister has acknowledged that this money 
for the farm community is needed now, can he tell us 
precisely when he will be making the announcements of 
the increased funding for agriculture in Ontario? 


Hon Mr Buchanan: I cannot announce today any 
date of future announcements, but I would like to correct 
the member’s statements that I have not visited the drought 
area. I have toured farms in the Kent county area. I have 
also visited farms in the Essex area and many other coun- 
ties including Elgin and Middlesex, and have a good idea 
of what the problems are. 

The $125 million the member alluded to earlier does 
not necessarily have to be all made up by the provincial 
government. The farmers and the farm organizations are 
aware of that. We are willing to co-operate with the federal 
government in order to that. We are willing to do our 
share. I would like the leader of the Liberal Party and his 
friend the leader of the third party to work with me. We 
will go down to Ottawa to see whether the federal govern- 
ment is willing to put up its money as well. . 


Mr Elston: We have already had Mr Mazankowski 
saying at the federal level that there will be no new money 
for agriculture in Ontario, and perhaps in Canada as far as 
that goes, but can the Minister of Agriculture and Food tell 
us that his government is prepared to move without new 
federal government money to assist the farmers of this 
province, not in 6, 7, 8 or 10 months which is what it 
seems to take to get the government to turn around, but 
right away in the next couple of weeks so that they can 
survive this year’s devastation in prices and in drought 
problems? 


Hon Mr Buchanan: I just said we recognize the seri- 
ousness of the problem. We intend to address it as quickly 
as possible. In terms of touring the province, I believe the 
analysis has now been done as to where the problems are 
and the best way to address them. We are willing to act 


quickly. The member will not have to wait until next year, 
With former governments, I might add, many times a pro- 
gam was announced. The farmers have been telling me 
across the province, “We don’t want you to be like other 
governments, to announce a big program with a price tag 
on it and we never see the money for a year or two down 
the road.” We intend to do better than that. 


Mr Elston: I am happy to hear he will do better and 
we will make sure we measure his performance against 
what he delivers not too long from now. 


BUDGET 


Mr Elston: I have a further question today to the 
Treasurer, who unfortunately was unable to make the eco- 
nomic renewal statement the first minister stole from his 
desk, or something along those lines. Having got what 
amounts to a new throne speech, and since they were so 
wrong in the throne speech, I want the Treasurer to tell us 
when he will come forward with a new budget and admit 
that the government has abandoned the budget he dropped 
on the people of the province this past May. 


Hon Mr Laughren: I think the interim leader of the 
official opposition would not be surprised to learn that I do 
not intend to bring in either a budget or a statement that 
denies the thrust of the budget we brought down in the 
spring. I believe now, as I did then, that Ontario has been 
in a recession that is worse than any this province has seen 
since the Second World War, that the recovery from this 
recession, which is barely starting now, is going to be 
sluggish and that we are going to have unreasonably or 
unacceptably high unemployment for the next two or three 
years at least, so it is going to be a tough time. On the 
other hand, and I am sure I will hear further, I do not see 
why the interim leader of the official opposition would 
imply that something has changed in terms of how we 
intend to manage the Ontario economy. I do not think 
anything has changed in terms of how we intend to man- 
age the Ontario economy. 


Mr Elston: Unlike the Treasurer, obviously, I have 
been listening to his leader. He has been talking about 
cutting back and taking away funding that has been pre- 
viously put in the budgetary process of this province. I 
wonder why the Treasurer, having released his first-quarter 
results just last month which showed them to be right on 
track, now has discovered he is going to be cutting hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars out of that budgetary plan if 
the budget was on track then and continues to be on track. 
If it is not on track, when will he give us the real state of 
affairs in the province so we can get down to work getting 
Ontarians back to work? 


Hon Mr Laughren: Perhaps I could correct an erro- 
neous impression some people have that we have some- 
how changed directions. The fact of the matter is that in 
the budget that was brought down in the spring, there was 
an intention that we would spend about $52 billion this 
year. That is still on track. That is still our intention. Some 
things have changed. There have been some very remark- 
able pressures on our expenditures, but we are determined 
that we are going to keep our expenditures under control. 
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We are not going to allow the deficit to go beyond what is 
already a high figure of $9.7 billion. For the interim leader 
of the official opposition to imply that somehow we have 
changed direction is simply not true. We are simply deter- 
nined to keep control of the expenditures so that our defi- 
cit does not exceed what already has been outlined in the 
udget. Finally, the interim leader asked when I was going 
‘o make a statement detailing the state of the Ontario econ- 
omy. It is my intention in the next week to bring forth a 
statement which will indicate specifically the way in 
which we intend to manage our expenditures based on 
evenues we anticipate for the rest of this year. 
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Mr Elston: I do not understand why he did not tell me 
hat the first time I asked the question. He has just said that 
ne is bringing in a new economic statement for the fall 
next month, which is basically telling us, first of all, why 
ae is changing the expenditure plan he had before and, 
second, how he is going to be managing the problems that 
ne foresees at the moment. 

Having admitted that he is already in the process of 
oreparing this statement for the province, can the Treasurer 
ell us why he has been so reluctant to answer my ques- 
‘ions head-on and say he is prepared to tell us, but later in 
he year, how he is going to change the direction of his 
sxpenditures to keep them at the $52-billion level that he 
said they are going to be meeting this fall? 


Hon Mr Laughren: First of all, I will repeat that we 
are not changing our position on our expenditures for 
1991-92. What I tried to tell the leader was that there are 
inusual pressures building in the Ontario economy be- 
cause of the recession that mean it is going to be tougher 
han we thought to keep at that level of $52 billion. 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


Hon Mr Laughren: Finally, may I remind the interim 
leader of the official opposition that this government needs 
no lessons from him in predicting numbers when it comes 
‘0 the Ontario economy. He has already proven that. 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: New question. The member for Bruce, 
on a point of something. 


Mr Elston: I just wanted to tell the Treasurer that the 
interim leader has changed on the Liberal benches. I am 
not quite as sensitive to his barbs about planning. 


ASSISTANCE TO FARMERS 


Mr Harris: | find it not surprising, but disappointing: 
Only the Liberal Party and the New Democratic Party 
could think $9.75 billion is a worthwhile goal as a deficit 
for this province. 

I have a question for the Premier. I am asking the 
Premier this question because we have heard from the 
Minister of Agriculture and Food, who says he is commit- 
ied and going to do all these marvellous things, but obvi- 
ously he.has not got the Premier’s approval or cabinet 
approval or the Treasurer’s approval to really do anything. 
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Over the past year, the Premier has shamefully ignored 
more than 60,000 farm families who grow food for our 
province. I wonder if the Premier can explain to me—and 
he has told me he is going to have to reassess priorities; I 
agree with him and I applaud that, as I said in my state- 
ment earlier—why his government was able to find 14.5% 
new money for the civil service in one year, but not one cent 
of new money for 60,000 farm families of this province? 


Hon Mr Rae: I think the answer that was given by the 
Minister of Agriculture and Food is a good basis upon 
which to respond to the leader of the third party. First of 
all, the minister has worked tirelessly throughout the sum- 
mer in meeting with people and assessing the problem, its 
seriousness, and in discussing with them what needs to be 
done. He is now coming back to cabinet with a report on 
what he and our other members have found. We look for- 
ward to hearing from you, Mr Speaker, and others with 
respect to what needs to be done. We will then make an 
assessment with respect to that recommendation. 

We found substantial moneys in the last budget with 
respect to establishing new programs on income support 
for farmers. We now find a very serious situation which 
has taken place through the summer, and I can assure you, 
Mr Speaker, that we are going to do the very best we can 
to respond to those who are in greatest need. 


Mr Harris: I do not think it is a mystery that has just 
come forward this summer that farm income in this prov- 
ince will decrease by a minimum of 15% this year. We 
knew that last spring when the budget was brought in, and 
nothing has changed. In fact, the situation is worse. 

Mr Speaker, through you to the Premier, his govern- 
ment okayed increases for some civil servants of as much 
as $11,000 per year per person over and above the salaries 
and the benefits and job security they already enjoyed, 
while the private sector was in a recession and while farm 
families were experiencing a reduction in their meagre in- 
comes. I, as well, spent a good part of this summer meet- 
ing with farmers. Some $11,000 new money for people 
who are pretty well paid is just about 50% of the total 
income of these farm families I am meeting with. 

I am going to be meeting with two other groups of 
farmers this week in different parts of this province. Can I 
tell them that the Premier is seriously going to re-examine 
the priorities that saw some $10 billion of new spending, 
this huge deficit, and not one new cent to farmers since the 
budget was brought in? 


Hon Mr Rae: The leader of the third party can tell 
them what I have told them and what the Minister of Agri- 
culture and Food has told them, which is that we are going 
to respond as effectively as we can, given our means and 
given the economic situation that we face. We are going to 
respond as effectively as we can, and I can assure him, 
with the Minister of Agriculture and Food being here, that 
we are going to respond in order to meet the needs that are 
really there. 

We know the farm economy is hurting. I can assure the 
honourable member that it is a subject to which we are 
very sensitive. The cabinet has already spent some time 
discussing it and we are going to be spending more time 
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discussing it, but I can assure him it is a subject we take 
enormously seriously and we are going to respond as ef- 
fectively as we can. 

I would say to the honourable member that I do not 
think anything is helped by setting one group in our soci- 
ety off against the other in trying to find a solution to this. 

Mr Harris: By way of final supplementary to the Pre- 
mier, if he is serious about setting priorities, then some 
things will get funded and some will not. Hopefully, 
whether it is welfare or health care or wherever he is going 
to put his subsidy dollars, they will go to those whose 
needs are the most, where we can have an impact. 

I think it is then fair that I look at where the Premier is 
putting his money. I point out to him a group in society, 
some 60,000 farm families—and our rural community per- 
haps affects the income and life of in excess of a million 
people—who have received nothing. At the same time, it 
was no problem to instantaneously find over $150 million 
for de Havilland Aircraft of Canada Ltd. At the same time, 
it was no difficulty to say we will have even more money 
for de Havilland; we want to become a shareholder for 
4,500 jobs. It appeared to be no difficulty to find $250 
million to save 600 jobs in Elliot Lake. 

Some $150 million for de Havilland or $250 million 
for 600 jobs in Elliot Lake—that is more than farmers say 
is necessary. Can the Premier imagine what that kind of 
money would do for 60,000 farm families at the low end 
of the totem pole, and about a million people in agricul- 
tural and rural Ontario who would dream of having half 
the income of the workers at de Havilland or the miners in 
Elliot Lake? 


Hon Mr Rae: If we were to have walked away from 
the people of Kapuskasing, if we were to have walked 
away from the people of Elliot Lake, or if we were to have 
walked away from the aerospace industry in this province, 
I suspect that the leader of the third party would be the first 
person to stand on his feet and quite rightly criticize this 
government for having done so—if we were ever to have 
done that. 

All I can say to the leader of the third party is that I see 
no benefit in saying that the people of northern Ontario or 
the people of Elliot Lake or the people of Kapuskasing are 
any less worthy or more worthy of the attention of this 
government than the people living in rural Ontario. We 
know the farm economy is hurting. We know our obliga- 
tions to them, and we are going to respond in as timely and 
effective a way as we possibly can. That is exactly what 
we intend to do. 


1440 
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Mr Harris: My second question is to the Minister of 
Labour: If ever there was a segment of our society facing 
substantial intervention by governments around the world, 
it is the agricultural sector. However, there are substantial 
areas of our economy that are moving towards the market- 
place in this world of ours, and that is where the minister is 
putting all his dollars: where the big unions are, where the 
big vested interests are, where the money for the NDP is. 


In the past year, Ontario has lost 250,000 jobs. Busi- 
nesses are leaving the province in droves, yet this govern- 
ment is proposing labour legislation which will further 
cripple the ability to compete by increasing the cost of 
doing business in Ontario. 

Could the minister tell this House what impact studies 
the government has done to determine how many further 
jobs will be lost as a result of the minister’s labour propos- 
als, and would he table those impact studies for this Legis- 
lature so, as the leader of the Liberal Party said earlier, we 
can all have the information in trying to work co-opera- 
tively to solve our problems? 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: I am sure the leader of the third 
party knows that what we are trying to do, given the diffi- 
cult times in Ontario, is to reach a level of co-operation 
rather than confrontation that can lead us in to some of the 
changes that are needed. I would hope that the leader of 
the third party has as much respect for all sides of this 
equation, including workers, as I do. 


Mr Harris: This government talks incessantly about 
consultation, yet who does the minister consult with these 
proposals? The only people I can find to date representing 
employers, the business community, large and small, have 
been the lawyers who stand to gain the most from more 
confusing and conflicting legislation. The minister did not 
consult with people who have to make the tough decisions, 
he did not consult with the small business owner, he did 
not consult with the corner store owner, he did not consult 
with the associations of small business in this country and 
this province, and he did not consult with those people 
who may have to lay off staff or with the workers who 
may lose their jobs. 

Why has the minister thus far chosen to isolate himself 
from the people who will directly suffer harm from his 
government’s poor judgement and to consult only with the 
union organizers and big labour leaders? That is the only 
consultation we have seen in any of the minister’s propos- 
als so far. Why is that? Why will he not consult with the 
people? 

Hon Mr Mackenzie: If the leader of the third party 
would give us a little time and would understand the pro- 
cess, he would know that we are not dealing with legisla- 
tion as yet. We are dealing with a series of suggestions and 
proposals that have not gone through the consultation pro- 
cess and that will be going through the consultation process. 


Mr Harris: This government is spending all its time 
and effort to try to find out who is bringing information to 
the public light of day instead of worrying about sharing 
that information itself and being consultative. We might be 
getting somewhere. While that is going on, this province is" 
being run into the ground by the Bob Brothers. Brother 
Bob White wrote the labour legislation, Brother Bob Mac- 
kenzie is going to legislate it and Big Brother Bob Rae will 
give it his okay. 

To the minister and the Brothers Bob, the government 
has no impact studies on businesses, large or small, no 
impact studies on job losses, no impact studies on produc- 
tivity, or if it has, it will not table them or refuses to table 
them. How does the minister answer the very widespread - 
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sense and fear that many segments of Ontario are express- 
ng publicly, and to me privately, but also in the newspa- 
yers, that this proposal and the proposed labour legislation 
s nothing more than, one, payback time for the big union 
osses who support his party, or two, a move to have more 
inionized workers in this province who contribute sub- 
stantially to the coffers of the NDP? 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: I would be interested in know- 
ng whether the leader of the third party believes that 
working people in this province should be involved in any 
way, Shape or form whatsoever in decisions that are going 
o affect their future. 


BUDGET 
Mr Elston: I wish to— 
Interjections. 


The Speaker: Order. The rest certainly energized, did 
t not? I think now we are relaxed and ready for another 
juestion. The Leader of the Opposition has been waiting 
yatiently to place another question. 


Mr Elston: Back to the Treasurer for a moment, be- 
-ause he did tell us that he was not going to increase the 
leficit, that he was not going to increase expenditures be- 
yond $52 billion or thereabouts, plus he indicated that 
here was a bit of a slowdown in recovery from the reces- 
sion. Can the Treasurer tell us if his expenditure targets are 
yn line and in fact will not deviate from his budget plan? 


Hon Mr Laughren: If we did not take actions to con- 
ain the growth in expenditures this year, we would not 
ichieve the expenditure number of $52 billion, nor would 
we subsequently achieve the deficit figure of $9.7 billion. I 
hink what the leader is asking is to what extent we are 
yoing to achieve that number. It is my belief that if we are 
very careful and manage those expenditures expeditiously 
ind do some reallocation of projected expenditures, we 
will indeed come in with the numbers that were projected 
n the budget. That is our intention. 


Mr Elston: Can the Treasurer now tell us that his rev- 
nue projections in the budget of last year are completely 
yn target and that no tax increases or tax modifications are 
n line for the fall? 


Hon Mr Laughren: As a matter of fact, when I was 
eviewing all of the expenditures and the pressures therein 
ind then looked at the revenues line by line for the prov- 
nce, the revenue projections were almost spot on, our own 
evenue sources. The last report we had from the federal 
yovernment was in August, which told us that its projec- 
ions for revenues that it passes on to us were also in 
ceeping with what it had predicted. To answer the 
nember’s question directly, yes, there were enormous 
yressures on our expenditures, but our revenues were al- 
nost spot on what we had projected in the budget. 
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Mr Harris: I have another question for the Minister 
of Labour. The city of Toronto has just suffered eight days 
»f chaos and inconvenience as a result of the Toronto Tran- 
sit Commission strike. Businesses lost money. Some were 
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forced to shut down during the strike. One self-employed 
woman, who lives in the Premier’s riding, by the way, 
called to say that she could not get to her clients, that she 
was in increasing danger of facing bankruptcy every day 
the strike continued. The reality is that public transit in 
Toronto has obviously become an essential service. Would 
the minister tell us when we can expect legislative changes 
that will prevent this from ever happening again in Toronto? 

Mr Bradley: There was only one bus running. 

Mr Hope: Whose bus was that, Jim? 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: [| think the leader of the third 
party knows that we got the people and the drivers back to 
work as quickly as you could get them back to work in the 
city of Toronto, and we got it without destroying the col- 
lective bargaining system as well. 


Mr Harris: Quite frankly the government’s lack of 
action, in my view, was shameful. The city of Toronto 
came to a grinding halt for eight days. Three quarters of a 
million commuters were stranded. The stats from the TTC 
are that 20 million riders will be lost annually, never to 
return to the TTC, as a result of the government’s inaction 
over that eight-day period. 

Mr Hope: The Harris bus line. 


Mr Harris: I also speak, as one interjectionist said, 
with some knowledge because I personally was out there 
giving people rides the better way. We were getting people 
to their jobs. We were getting students to school. We were 
getting people to doctors’ appointments. We were getting 
people to hospitals who otherwise were not able to get 
there. 

This afternoon I will be tabling a private member’s bill 
that will acknowledge once and for all something that ev- 
erybody knows, that all three parties know, that even this 
party which was prepared to legislate them back to work 
knows, that obviously transit today—and maybe it was 10 
years ago and the government did not have the guts to 
acknowledge it, and maybe it was two or three years ago 
and the government did not have the guts to acknowledge 
it—is an essential service. 

Can the people of Toronto count on his support for my 
private member’s legislation, or for his own legislation, to 
make sure there are better ways to solve disputes in an 
essential service like public transit? 


Hon Mr Mackenzie: I want the leader of the third 
party to know that if I were going to consider any such 
move, I would at least want to go through the consultation 
process he was just giving us hell about not going through. 


HEALTH INSURANCE 


Mr Waters: I wish to address my question to the Min- 
ister of Health. A number of seniors in my riding have 
approached me recently, concerned about her ministry’s 
shift in policy with regard to out-of-country medical cov- 
erage. They are seniors who regularly move to the United 
States during the winter months to take advantage of the 
warmer weather. They are concerned that now they will 
not receive sufficient medical coverage. Would the hon- 
ourable minister please explain to the House what her min- 
istry has done to deal with this serious problem? 
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Hon Ms Lankin: I have seen a lot in the news cover- 
age of the last few weeks about this issue of the change in 
policy with respect to out-of-country OHIP payments, par- 
ticularly as it has an impact on our seniors who vacation 
and live up to six months of the year in Florida. Some of 
the coverage has been very full in terms of putting it in an 
overall context, and some of it I think has been unfortunate 
and has led seniors to believe they are being singled out in 
some way, so I welcome the member’s question to take 
this opportunity to clarify. 

We have found over the past few years that the costs of 
our out-of-country OHIP payments have more than dou- 
bled. We are paying about $200 million a year. The mem- 
bers in this Legislature will know we made a statement 
about changes to the policy to try and curtail that cost. 

With respect to seniors in Florida, I think it is very 
important that people realize what we have been doing is 
subsidizing the US health care system, which is a private- 
sector-based, for-profit system. 

What we will be doing is making sure that seniors have 
medical coverage to the same rate they would be covered 
here in Ontario. They still have that coverage. We will pay 
out a fixed per diem rate, the same as it is in Canadian 
dollars. The changes we have made here in Ontario will 
bring us in line with what all other provinces in this coun- 
try are doing currently. 


Mr Waters: I wish to thank the minister for this infor- 
mation. I am glad to see this issue is being addressed. 
There is a great need to communicate a change in policy 
which affects a wide number of people. Would the honour- 
able minister explain to the House what is being done to 
effectively communicate this change in policy? 


Hon Ms Lankin: Members here will know that we 
made the original announcement at the time of the budget. 
There was a further statement in the Legislature. We gave 
details in a press statement back in the spring. 


Interjections. 
The Speaker: Order. 


Hon Ms Lankin: Yes, it is difficult, Mr Speaker. 
Thank you very much for calling the members opposite to 
order. 

In addition to the statements that were made in the 
spring, we did further news releases in August. We have 
advertised in all sorts of dailies and weeklies in up to 36 
languages. We have taken out public service announce- 
ment ads. We have advertised in Florida papers that are 
directed to seniors so that seniors will be aware. We have 
done an article in Especially For Seniors to try and explain 
to seniors and make sure they have the coverage. 

I would really also encourage all members of the Leg- 
islature to assist us to ensure that seniors who are travel- 
ling have the appropriate extra coverage before they leave. 


ONTARIO HYDRO RATES 


Mr Phillips: My question is to the Minister of Energy. 
The Premier earlier today gave a statement around eco- 
nomic recovery and job creation, and amazingly enough, 
almost at the same time, certainly last week, we had On- 
tario Hydro announcing a rate increase of about 12% for 
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the upcoming year, with indications that there will be sim- 
ilar increases in the next two following years, which will 
mean an increase of about 40% in Hydro rates here in 
Ontario. 

What sort of analysis has the ministry done in terms of 
the impact this will have on economic recovery and job 
creation, and does the government support a 40% increase 
in Hydro rates over the next three years? 


The Speaker: The Minister of Energy. 
[Applause] 


Mr Harnick: That is the high point of your career, 
Will; it’s downhill from here. 


Interjections. 


The Speaker: That was a nice welcome. Now maybe 
you will let him answer the question. 


Hon Mr Ferguson: I certainly want to acknowledge 
the warm welcome from the third party. I want to advise 
the honourable member who put the question that the rea- 
son we are in the situation we are in today is because of 
the actions of the third party back in 1977. Unfortunately, 
the $13.5-billion bill became due and it must be paid. That 
is the long and the short of it. It is their fault we are in the 
mess we are in today. 

Interjections. 

The Speaker: Order. 

Interjections. 

The Speaker: That warm welcome lasted a long 
time. Perhaps the member could be allowed to place his 
supplementary. 


Mr Phillips: It is ironic in the extreme. The Premier, 
less than an hour ago, got up and said, “We don’t want any 
more finger-pointing; we’re looking for co-operation; we 
want some answers,” and then the minister gets up and 
finger-points, his very first response in the House. You 
wonder, Mr Speaker, why we are so cynical of the 
government’s response to questions for that very reason. 

I repeat my question, and the minister should not point 
his finger, should not yell at somebody, should just answer 
the question: Is he in favour of a 40% increase in Hydro 
rates over the next three years? 


Mr Cousens: Suck your finger. 
Mr Wildman: Such high-level repartee. 


Mr Cousens: It will give him something to do, Mr 
Speaker. 


The Speaker: Order. To all members, including the 
member for Etobicoke West, we do not need the tone of 
this to be lowered any more than it already is. Could the 
minister provide a quick response, please. 


Hon Mr Ferguson: Very quickly, Mr Speaker, I do 
not think any government would be in favour of the specu- 
lative 40% rate increase the honourable member sug- 
gested. I think, given the historical context in which we 
find ourselves today, it really underscores the importance 
of the new energy directions this government has put for-_ 
ward and is committed to completing. | 

Just for the honourable member’s information, today 
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cilowatt-hour of electricity yet it only costs $300 to save a 
cilowatt-hour of electricity. Clearly, continuing to produce 
it will with no regard for the end result or the bottom line 
annot continue. That is why we are following what I be- 
ieve and what this government believes is a progressive 
nodel and teaching people to conserve rather than contin- 
ing to produce. 


500 
ONTARIO HYDRO 


Mr Jordan: My question also is for the Minister of 
anergy. May I first pay tribute to the previous minister, of 
vhom I also had the pleasure to be the Energy critic for the 
rogressive Conservative Party. It was always a pleasure 
© communicate with her, even though her policies were 
lifferent. I might at the same time congratulate the mem- 
er for Kitchener on receiving the appointment as Minister 
yf Energy. He has already demonstrated a great source of 
nergy, but I am sure it is not electric. I suggest it is per- 
laps One of the fossil fuels. 

As the new minister, does he feel it is appropriate to 
und social programs through Ontario Hydro? 


Hon Mr Ferguson: I think the answer is very clear. 
No, we have a ministry that does that. 


Mr Jordan: The minister has very definitely stated 
hat he is not in favour of funding social programs through 
he hydro bills to the people of Ontario, yet there is an 
mendment to the Power Corporation Act which gives the 
Minister of Energy the power to issue directives to do just 
hat. What assurance does the minister give that major 
yolicy directives issued will be presented to the people of 
ntario through this Legislature, not directly to the board, 
yefore demanding Ontario Hydro implement them? 


Hon Mr Ferguson: Amendments dealing with On- 
ario Hydro’s and the government’s relationship, including 
he government’s power to issue policy directives, will be 
lealt with very clearly by the House this afternoon. Then I 
spect they will be referred to committee. 

What we are trying to do here is ensure that Ontario 
Tydro deals with this government by the front door and 
10t by the back door, as was past practice with successive 
Conservative and Liberal governments. That is the first 
hing we are going to ensure. 

The second thing we are going to ensure is that Ontario 
Tydro carries out the wishes of this elected assembly 
ather than running a show based on its own particular 
igenda. We as a government feel it is important to provide 
Dntario Hydro with policy direction that is in the best 
nterest of this government and ultimately in the best inter- 
st of the residents of Ontario. 


TAXATION 


Mr Mills: It is wonderful to be back here again. My 
juestion is for the Treasurer. During the summer, I spent as 
nuch time as I possibly could in my riding of Durham 
3ast talking to my constituents. Over and over again, the 
juestion that kept coming up was the issue of taxes. Peo- 
jle were pleased to hear we have the Fair Tax Commis- 
ion. Can the minister give me an update in the House as 
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to the work of the Fair Tax Commission so that I can keep 
my constituents informed? 


Hon Mr Laughren: I appreciate the question because 
I too get the odd missile, if not question, on taxes in the 
province. The Fair Tax Commission got up and running in 
March and has been organizing itself and putting together 
what we call working groups on eight specific areas of 
taxation in the province. As a matter of fact, last week we 
had the kickoff of all the working groups together with the 
commissioners themselves. I am very impressed with the 
enthusiasm with which they are undertaking their work. 

As members might know, the next year is going to be 
spent in fairly in-depth study of the various tax policies 
that have been referred to them. That will include research. 
It will include consultation with the public at large. Then 
the year after that, they will be required to report back to 
me. They will be presenting a report. All during this time 
they will be providing me with advice. The working 
groups will also be making recommendations. We are not 
waiting until the end of the commission’s report. They will 
be giving me interim reports during that period of time as 
well. 


Mr Mills: I understand that two of these groups have 
been fast-tracked. Can you tell me where they are and 
what the position is with that? 


Hon Mr Laughren: I appreciate the supplementary, 
because there was an erroneous report, or at least headline, 
in one of the Toronto tabloids, the Toronto Star, last week 
which indicated that the corporate minimum tax had been 
put on hold. That is certainly not the case. What I did was 
ask the Fair Tax Commission to fast-track two tax areas; 
namely, land speculation and corporate minimum tax. 
They are in the process of doing that now and I am hoping 
they will report back to me this year on both of those 
areas. I know neither one of them is simple. They are both 
complex, so there is a lot of work to do in a very short 
period of time, but I am hoping they will be able to do it in 
that very constricted time frame in which I have asked 
them to do it. 


RETAIL STORES LEGISLATION 


Mr Sorbara: I have a question for the province’s new 
Solicitor General. The new Solicitor General was formerly 
Minister of Industry, Trade and Technology, so he should 
know as well as anyone the extent to which the province is 
in the depths of a recession. No sector of the economy has 
been more hard hit than the province’s shopkeepers. Re- 
tailers in every corner of the province, not just border com- 
munities, are really reeling from the effects of the 
recession. 

Last Monday, the standing committee on administra- 
tion of justice of this House was to begin the final, detailed 
consideration of the minister’s Sunday shopping bill. It 
could be doing that this afternoon, but instead the Vice- 
Chair of the committee was forced, in an embarrassed way, 
to ask for an indefinite adjournment of clause-by-clause 
consideration. We were met by stark silence when we 
asked the reasons why the minister and the government 
were unwilling to proceed. 
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Mr Speaker, during public hearing of those bills, sev- 
eral hundred—and I know you are anxious to get to the 
question—groups opposed the government’s bill. My 
question to the minister is really a two-part question. First 
of all, has he abandoned the bill indefinitely? Has he aban- 
doned the bill permanently? Has he abandoned the bill till 
after Christmas? Has he abandoned the bill until next 
month? Second, why did he not have the courtesy to come 
to the committee and simply explain to the committee and 
to the general public why the government was unwilling or 
undesirous of proceeding? 

1510 

Hon Mr Pilkey: I can assure the member that the bill 
has not been put off indefinitely. As a matter of fact, as 
promptly as the government can, it will proceed to com- 
mittee for the clause-by-clause consideration and subse- 
quently directly back to this House. There were, as the 
member stated, hundreds of representations to the commit- 
tee, which toured all across this province gathering views 
of Ontario’s citizens—some for, some against. All of those 
considerations needed to be taken into very careful view. 
That in fact is being done. It is unfortunate we were not 
able to proceed on the 30th, but it is my expectation we 
will be able to proceed very shortly indeed. 

In terms of the question of the courtesy, when the item 
does in fact come before the committee for clause-by- 
clause, I can assure the member of my attendance at the 
particular committee to introduce the item and, with his 
concurrence and the concurrence of members opposite, 
make a statement initially. I hope to be able to join mem- 
bers perhaps for all of the proceedings as we go through 
the clause-by-clause. 

Mr Sorbara: I just want to tell my friend the Solicitor 
General that is thoroughly unacceptable. He cannot allow 
storekeepers in this province, all over the province, to 
work with such uncertainty. He had a bill on the Orders 
and Notices paper. It went for a month of public hearings. 
For every witness who supported his bill, there were 40 or 
50 who opposed his approach. If he wants to abandon the 
legislation, that is perfectly fine. We will accept that. Or if 
he wants to proceed with the bill in the face of the opposi- 
tion we heard in virtually every community of this prov- 
ince, we will accept that. But he must not allow this 
uncertainty to proceed. 


The Speaker: Your supplementary. 


Mr Sorbara: The Christmas season is the most cru- 
cial season of all for storekeepers in this province. Some 
municipalities want to open their doors and have the stores 
open their doors during the Christmas season. That is pos- 
sible under the current legislation. I ask my friend the 
Solicitor General to simply make it clear whether he ex- 
pects to have this bill passed before the Christmas season 
begins so that storekeepers will know whether or not they 
are going to actually be allowed to open their doors on 
Sunday if they wish. 


Hon Mr Pilkey: I understand from my colleagues on 
the committee that the honourable member for York Cen- 
tre perhaps himself totally holds the key to the answer to 
that particular question. As a matter of fact, when we do 
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proceed to the clause-by-clause I would be very anxious to 
have the members opposite deal with the item expedi- 
tiously, so we can proceed through the clause-by-clause, 
get it into this House and get the matter decided with. | 

It does deserve care and consideration. We intend to’ 
give it that and proceed back to this House almost as 
promptly as we can. I elicit his support to allow that to 
happen. 


SKILLS TRAINING 


Mrs Cunningham: My question is to the Minister of | . 
Skills Development. He is very much aware of the Com- | 
peting in the New Global Economy report. I am sure he | 
almost has it memorized after a year in his portfolio. It | 
states. “Ontario’s apprenticeship system is antiquated and | 
ineffective. Because of outmoded legislation, outdated cur- | 
ricula, poor pay, archaic entry and completion require- — 
ments and ineffective modes of delivery, the system | 
actively’—key word—“discourages young people from > 
pursuing careers in the industrial trades.” The minister has 
had the report for a long period of time. There are specific | 
recommendations for reform. Where does he stand on the | 
reforms? | 

Hon Mr Allen: I am very happy to receive the | 
member’s question because, as she will know, we have | 
spent the better part of the past year in very active consul- | 
tations with business, labour and community groups | 
around the very agenda of people and skills in the global 
economy report that came from the Premier’s Council. In| 
that context, we have made great progress towards an On- | 
tario training and adjustment board, which will be the sub- | 

| 


ject of very substantial consultations this fall. | 
We have also in the meantime, however, not ignored | 
the apprenticeship question per se. The member may know | 
there has been a lot of work done over the last few years in - 
updating the information system in the ministry branch, | 
but at the same time it is critically important for us to get 
on with some very substantial reforms on the apprentice- 
ship front. The member may look forward to some impor- — 
tant initiatives on a number of heads that I will be 
announcing reasonably soon on that subject. | 


Mrs Cunningham: I am happy to hear that in the 
very short future we will be hearing from the minister, 
because I am certain that he in his portfolio and many of 
us who have been involved for numbers of years in educa- 
tion, colleges and universities and training across this 
province are totally impatient when it comes to action, and — 
I say that in a respectful way. 

We are now having companies holding press confer- 
ences, and I am sure the minister knows all about Siemens — 
which held its press conference last Thursday. I already 
know his people have been talking to them, but the rheto- 
ric is just inexcusable, so I am encouraging the minister 
and his cabinet to do something. 

Here is a company, Siemens Electric Ltd, which wants 
to manufacture more products in Canada—$600 million a 
year in revenue, and they want to quadruple their sales 
over the next four years. Guess what they say? They say 
they have not got anybody to do the work and nobody is 
being trained. 
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What suggestions is the minister going to have for 
companies like Siemens in the very near future in order 
hat they can find these apprenticeships, given the sorry 
state of affairs? Another commission will not do. We have 
Oo get on with it right away. What is the minister going to 
ell them about the availability of apprenticeships this year 
and tomorrow? 


Hon Mr Allen: Like the member, I share a great deal 
of impatience over this particular agenda which has 
marched so slowly in recent years. As she will know, it 
akes anywhere from three to four or five years to put 
apprenticeships through trades, and therefore the numbers 
hat are coming through, which the Siemens business is look- 
ing for, are simply not there because of past performance. 

The critical question for us is to get on with the task of 
‘eforming the curriculum contents of apprenticeships, the 
ratio issues, the numbers of trades that one can designate 
4S apprenticeable trades, and so on. I assure the member 
we have been working on that. We will be bringing for- 
ward initiatives on many of those points in a package very 
shortly in order to address those needs. 

But the member must realize, as must companies 
which come here and instantly request those people to be 
in place, that we are in a recession. The member must 
<now that to have an apprenticeship in place, you have to 
ave an employer that will employ that person. If you have 
4 company that is going down, you cannot have an in- 
Srease in apprenticeships automatically. 


The Speaker: Would the minister conclude his re- 
marks, please. 


Hon Mr Allen: So we are in a major problem. We are 
‘turning that around and we have been addressing that over 
he course of the last year as well. 


ALGONQUIN PROVINCIAL PARK 


Mr Waters: My question is to the Minister of Natural 
Resources with responsibility for native affairs. What I 
would ask is if he could possibly give us an update on the 
situation in Algonquin Park, as it is of grave concern to the 
members and the people of my riding in this ongoing debate. 


Mr Bradley: Is that the logging road that you guys— 


Hon Mr Wildman: I thank the member for his ques- 
‘ion. I suspect the member is referring to the negotiations 
with the Algonquins of Golden Lake and not, as the mem- 
ser for St Catharines is suggesting, something to do with 
‘he logging industry in Alonquin Park. 

The member, I know, is very interested in this issue, as 
ne attended a meeting with me last Sunday, a week ago, in 
Huntsville with a large number of interested sportsmen 
who were very concerned about the negotiations. 

I am happy to report that both sides in the negotiations, 
he Algonquins and the Ministry of Natural Resources offi- 
sials and our negotiator, have been working very hard to 
Some up with rules that are acceptable to both sides which 
will take into account conservation of the resources and 
oublic safety, to ensure that an interim agreement can be 
signed for the period in which we are carrying out the land 
claims negotiations. 
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These negotiations have been long and complex and 
difficult. They have been carried out in a spirit of goodwill 
and sincere effort on both sides. We are currently review- 
ing the latest draft. We hope to have another meeting on 
Wednesday, and as we make further progress I will be 
happy to report to the House. 

I am also happy to say that to our knowledge there is 
no hunting now taking place in the park and the chief has 
advised the members of the first nation that they should 
not proceed to hunt within the park boundaries until we 
have reached an agreement. 
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MOTIONS 


PRIVATE MEMBERS’ PUBLIC BUSINESS 


Mr Cooke moved that, notwithstanding any standing 
order or previous order of the House, the following 
changes be made to the order of precedence for private 
members’ public business: Mr Turnbull and Mr Arnott 
and Mr Murdoch, Grey, and Mr Wilson, Simcoe West, to 
exchange places respectively in the order of precedence 
for private members’ public business; and Mr Ferguson, 
Ms Haslam, Mr Silipo and Mr Wilson, Frontenac-Ad- 
dington, to be deleted from the order of precedence for 
private members’ public business and all members of the 
New Democratic Party caucus listed thereafter to be ad- 
vanced one place in their turn. 


Motion agreed to. 


FIRST DEPUTY CHAIR 


Mr Cooke moved that Mr Farnan, member for the 
electoral district of Cambridge, be appointed First Deputy 
Chair of the committee of the whole House. 


Motion agreed to. 
PETITIONS 


VIOLENCE AGAINST WOMEN 


Mr Carr: I am pleased to table a petition signed by 
about 150 residents in my riding, which reads as follows: 

“To the Legislative Assembly of Ontario: 

“We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Ontario to fulfil the promise outlined in 
the throne speech which promised that the government 
would deal resolutely with violence against women and 
children in our communities.” 

I will be affixing my signature to that as well. 


OATH OF ALLEGIANCE 


Mr J. Wilson: I am pleased to rise today on behalf of 
a number of concerned citizens in the village of Creemore 
to present a petition to the Legislature of Ontario. The 
petition reads as follows: 

“Whereas the Queen of Canada has long been a sym- 
bol of national unity for Canadians from all walks of life 
and from all ethnic backgrounds, 

“Whereas the people of Canada are currently facing a 
constitutional crisis which could potentially result in the 
breakup of the federation and are in need of unifying symbols, 
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“We, the undersigned, respectfully petition the Legisla- 
tive Assembly of Ontario to restore the oath to the Queen 
for Ontario police officers.” 


RESIDENTS’ ALLOWANCE 


Mr Cooper: I have a petition signed by 114 residents 
and friends of Nithview Home and Seniors’ Village and it 
States: 

“Residents of homes for the aged and nursing homes 
who rely only on pension income receive a rebate of $112 
per month for personal expenses. This is referred to as 
comfort allowance. The allowance has not been raised 
since 1985. It must be used to cover a broad range of 
expenses such as personal toiletries, cable, telephone, hair 
care, hearing aids, batteries and repairs, recreational out- 
ings and activities, clothing, vitamins, eye glasses and den- 
tal work. 

“We, the residents and friends of Nithview Home and 
Seniors’ Village, along with the Ontario Association of 
Residents Councils, strongly urge you to raise the comfort 
allowance to $150 a month. As well, we hope that regular 
increases can be made that are indexed to the cost of living. 
We trust that you will give this your serious consideration.” 


HEALTH PROFESSIONS 


Mr J. Wilson: I am pleased to rise to present a peti- 
tion to the House on behalf of the Association of Hearing 
Instrument Practitioners of Ontario. It reads as follows: 

“To the Legislative Assembly of Ontario: 

“Whereas the health professions legislation, Bill 179, is 
an omnibus piece of legislation that is insensitive to the 
realities of the hearing aid services delivery system in this 
province; 

“Whereas over 30% of hearing aid clinics in Ontario 
have closed in the past two years in anticipation of the severe 
restrictions this bill places on the care delivery system; 

“Whereas there are insufficient numbers of audiolo- 
gists to provide services in the rural communities and Bill 
179 will remove this local service to the elderly and handi- 
capped, forcing them to travel to larger centres; 

“Whereas the bill will result in significantly diminished 
accessibility of hearing aid services as they have existed 
for the hearing-disabled in this province for 40 years, 

“We, the undersigned, petition the Legislative Assem- 
bly of Ontario as follows: to review the appropriateness of 
the omnibus bill as it pertains to the delivery of hearing aid 
services in this province and to ensure rural Ontarians con- 
tinue to receive fair and equitable access to hearing-aid-re- 
lated health care.” 

This petition is presented by me on behalf of some 
1,500 signatories. 


REPORTS BY COMMITTEES 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS 

Mr Callahan from the standing committee on public 
accounts presented the committee’s Report No 1, 1991, 
and moved the adoption of its recommendations. 

Mr Callahan: First of all, I want to thank everybody 
involved, the members of the committee most specifically. 
This is, as you know, Mr Speaker, as best we can, a 
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non-partisan committee. We reviewed the auditor’s com- 
ments about two school boards and also three universities. 
Basically the report which has been tabled is self-explana-| 
tory. It revolves around the question of accountability on a 
whole host of avenues. 

We found the accountability to be relatively good, but. 
we also re-endorsed a position that has been taken by pub-, 
lic accounts in the past, that the provisions of the auditor’s| 
act be amended to allow the auditor a far larger scope in 
terms of doing accounting on the basis of value for money, 
We once again subscribe to that in our report. 

Our second report, to follow shortly, I think is one that 
will be well received as well. I certainly hope to speak to 
that, perhaps a little more than briefly, with the unanimous | 
consent of the House. 


On motion by Mr Callahan, the debate was adjourned. | 


STANDING COMMITTEE ON RESOURCES 
DEVELOPMENT 
COMITE PERMANENT DU DEVELOPPEMENT 
DES RESSOURCES 


Mr Kormos from the standing committee on resources. 
development presented the following report and moved 
its adoption: 

M. Kormos du comité permanent du abveloppeiame 
des ressources présente le rapport suivant et propose Son| 
adoption : 

Your committee begs to report the following bill with 
certain amendments: 

Bill 70, An Act to amend the Employment Standards. 
Act to provide for an Employee Wage Protection Program 
and to make certain other amendments. | 

Projet de loi 70, Loi portant modification de la Loi sur) 
les normes d’emploi par création d’un Programme de pro-. 
tection des salaires des employés et par adoption de cer-| 
taines autres modifications. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 
Bill ordered for third reading. 


Le projet de loi devra passer a l’€étape de troisiéme 
lecture. 
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STANDING COMMITTEE ON 
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE 


Mr White from the standing committee on administra- 
tion of justice presented the committee’s Report on Con-. 
flict of Interest Guidelines and moved the adoption of its 
recommendations. 


Mr White: I simply wish to comment that we had a 
number of very learned witnesses coming before us. It was 
a very interesting debate. There were some divergent opin- 
ions, which are included in the report. 

On motion by Mr White, the debate was adjourned. 

Mr Eves: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: On the 
adoption of the report of the previous committee—I be- 
lieve it was resources development talking about Bill 70— 
it is my understanding that the House leaders have agreed 
that this is going to committee of the whole. I am sorry 
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that I, and obviously some other people, were not paying 
attention either, but I would like to ask for unanimous 
consent of the House to revert to that order so we might 
send it to committee of the whole. 


The Speaker: Agreed? All those in favour please say 
“aye.” Those opposed will please say “nay.” In my opinion 
the ayes have it. 


Mr Sterling: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I think 
it has to be unanimous, Mr Speaker, because when— 


Hon Mr Cooke: It was. 


The Speaker: To the member for Carleton, he is right. 
I do not know if again or first, but none the less right. How 
about we try that one again. Is there unanimous consent? 


Agreed to. 
INTRODUCTION OF BILL 


TORONTO TRANSIT COMMISSION LABOUR 
DISPUTES ARBITRATION ACT, 1991 
LOI DE 1991 SUR L-ARBITRAGE DES CONFLITS 
DE TRAVAIL A LA TORONTO TRANSIT COMMISSION 


Mr Harris moved first reading of Bill 137, the Toronto 
Transit Commission Labour Disputes Arbitration Act. 

M. Harris propose la premiére lecture du projet de 
loi 137, Loi sur l’arbitrage des conflits de travail a la To- 
ronto Transit Commission. 


Motion agreed to. 
La motion est adoptée. 


Mr Harris: Very briefly, this bill has the effect to re- 
quire transit labour difficulties with the Toronto Transit 
Commission and its unions to settle their disputes by me- 
diation and ultimately by arbitration. 

I think it is a reflection of what all three political par- 
ties now recognize: that transit in Toronto is an essential 
service; second, that a reflection of what I heard from the 
actual men and women as well who work for the TTC is 
that indeed the majority of them really did not want to be 
on strike and that if there was an option available to their 
union leadership and to these working men and women in 
this service other than striking it would be preferable to 
them. 

The bill is quite detailed. To be very honest with the 
members—my non-legal background—some of it gets into 
definitions and it is fairly technical, but the gist of it is that 
it would recognize the TTC as an essential service and 
would settle disputes and be a mechanism for dispute reso- 
lution by ultimately arbitration as opposed to striking. 

Mr Wiseman: Sieg heil. 

Mr Jackson: On a point of order, Mr Speaker: I 
would ask the member to withdraw his offensive reference 
and comment and I invite you to invite him to withdraw 
the comment. 

He said, “Sieg heil,” and I would ask that he remove 
that. That is an offence to every member of this House, 
perhaps except the member who uttered it. 


The Speaker: To the member for Burlington South, I 
did not hear any untoward remark. 
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Mr Jackson: It was the member for Durham West, 
Mr Speaker. 


The Speaker: If a member in the House did utter 
something which is offensive to another member, I would 
ask that the member withdraw the remark. 


Mr Wiseman: I withdraw it, Mr Speaker. 
ORDERS OF THE DAY 


POWER CORPORATION AMENDMENT ACT, 1991 


LOI DE 1991 MODIFIANT LA LOI SUR LA SOCIETE 
DE LELECTRICITE 


Mr Ferguson moved second reading of Bill 118, An 
Act to amend the Power Corporation Act. 


M. Ferguson propose la deuxiéme lecture du projet de 
loi 118, Loi modifiant la Loi sur la Société de 1’électricité. 


Hon Mr Ferguson: In June 1991 the government in- 
troduced a set of amendments to the Power Corporation 
Act. Today I am pleased to take this opportunity to very 
briefly remind the members of the intent and the impor- 
tance of the legislation. 

The amendments now before the members will estab- 
lish an improved legislative framework which will enable 
Ontario Hydro and this government and future govern- 
ments to work together more effectively for the continued 
economic, environmental and social wellbeing of the prov- 
ince of Ontario. 

Under the amended Power Corporation Act, Ontario 
Hydro will remain a public utility controlling its day-to- 
day activities. The legislative changes will help to ensure 
that the provincial utility’s operations are in the best inter- 
ests of the people of Ontario by making the policy direc- 
tion process more open and by making it easier for Hydro 
to work more effectively in conservation and efficiency. 
The amendments to the act are essential to the full imple- 
mentation of the government’s new energy directions out- 
lined in the November 1990 throne speech. 

The primary goal of our new energy policy is to protect 
the environment while ensuring that the province contin- 
ues to have a reliable supply of energy at reasonable 
prices. In our new energy directions we have made a com- 
mitment to concentrate more of our resources and efforts 
on controlling the growth in our demand and ensuring that 
we use energy efficiently. We have put a moratorium on 
the development of new nuclear generating stations and 
we have told Ontario Hydro to redirect this spending to 
conservation activities. 

When we introduced these amendments we recognized 
that equipping Ontario Hydro to be more responsive to 
public priorities and government policy would be a neces- 
sary condition for effectively carrying out this new energy 
policy. 

We are now taking a number of initiatives designed to 
produce significant reductions in energy demand across 
the board: in transportation, in industry, in commercial and 
institutional buildings, and finally in housing. 

The provincial utility is also taking initiatives to reduce 
the demand for electricity. You might recall that on August 
20 Ontario Hydro announced ambitious new energy effi- 
ciency targets, an increase of 1,700 megawatts to a total of 
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5,100 megawatts by the year 2000. Hydro has made it 
clear that the new targets will be made possible by the 
amendments now before this House. These targets can be 
achieved in a manner which is more cost-effective and 
environmentally acceptable than meeting our needs by the 
development of new, expensive, inefficient, large generat- 
ing stations. ‘ 

As a society we need to meet our new energy effi- 
ciency targets and do more if possible. We recognize both 
the economic and environmental importance of controlling 
our ever-growing appetite for energy. 

Previous governments, you may know, have amended 
the act to expand Hydro’s business and purpose to include 
the production and sale of heat energy, the provision of 
energy conservation programs and the encouragement of 
parallel generation of electricity. 

The amendments we are introducing today will en- 
hance the utility’s ability to meet the needs of the 1990s. 
They will enable Ontario Hydro to play an increased role 
in promoting conservation programs dealing with all forms 
of energy. Hydro will be able to provide incentives to pro- 
mote the substitution of other forms of energy for electri- 
cal energy where it benefits both the corporation and the 
customer. 
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This will lead to fuel-switching away from electricity 
in cases where the market would not make the switch 
occur but where it is cost-effective in the long run to do so. 
It is far more cost-effective to encourage fuel switching 
than to sink billions of dollars into a new nuclear plant 
which operates less than two thirds of the time; after 
spending $13.5 billion, it operates less than two thirds of 
the time. The amendments remove barriers to the 
corporation’s ability to comply with the government’s pol- 
icy agenda and public priorities and help to ensure that 
Hydro’s activities are always in the best interests of its 
customers and of all residents of Ontario. We will provide 
direction to Hydro in an open, public way, rather than on 
the quiet as previous governments have done. 

The amendments facilitate greater participation by mu- 
nicipal corporations in conservation programs, making 
those programs available to a greater number of Ontario 
residents. They do this by allowing the utilities the option 
of either financing the costs of energy conservation by 
capitalizing them or continuing to treat them as current 
operating expenses. The amendments also make Ontario 
Hydro’s board of directors more responsive to the attitudes 
and concerns of the people of Ontario. Increasing the size 
of the board by four members will ensure a wider repre- 
sentation of public interests. The appointment of the Dep- 
uty Minister of Energy as a non-voting member will 
facilitate liaison and provide for advice on government 
policy and public priorities. 

In addition, I believe the time has come to also appoint 
some of the employees of Ontario Hydro to the very board 
in which they are employed. Making the board’s chairper- 
son the chief executive officer of the corporation is a much 
more efficient structure for Hydro. This increases Hydro’s 
accountability, as the government appoints the chair while 
Hydro’s board of directors appoints the president. We have 
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discussed the proposed amendments with various stake-| 
holders, including environmental groups, labour, industry] 
and the Municipal Electric Association. This public con- 
sultation, this public discussion will continue as the legis-| 
lative process proceeds. 

The government will be listening closely to what is, 
said during the legislative process and is prepared to be 
responsive where appropriate. Mr Speaker, I want to tell) 
you that the letters continue to arrive daily in support of 
amendments to the Power Corporation Act. In fact, just/ 
this morning the Ontario Natural Gas Association joined a| 
long list of supporters for this amendment by sending a/ 
letter to the Ministry of Energy. They, of course, are joined. 
by a number of environmental groups that see this as a 
positive step in Ontario’s future. 

Finally the amendments that are before the House are a) 
necessary response to the public’s overwhelming desire to | 
meet our energy needs and at the same time to protect the 
environment. They will enable Ontario Hydro to promote 
efficiency and conservation and allow the corporation to. 
implement government policy designed to provide a cost- 
effective means of controlling our ever-growing demand | 
for energy. Under the amended legislation Ontario Hydro | 
can become a more dynamic, a more cost-effective and | 
certainly a more efficient organization. 

The amendments provide Hydro with a broader range 
of tools at its disposal and prepare it to be a utility for the | 
21st century, an organization capable of implementing the | 
most comprehensive energy conservation and efficiency 
program ever undertaken by a utility in North America. 

I am looking forward to the comments of the members | 
of this House. I understand there is a feeling this bill | 
should be referred to committee hearings, and I would be | 
happy to see that done. I think we need as much input from | 
as many stakeholders on this piece of legislation as possible. | 


The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): I thank the | 
minister for his opening comments on second reading of 
Bill 118. Do we have questions and/or comments on the | 
minister’s opening remarks? Seeing none, the honourable — 
member for Lanark-Renfrew. 


Mr Jordan: On the day Bill 118 was introduced, 1 
believe I referred to it being a very dark day for Ontario 
Hydro. At that time the amendment to the Power Corpora- 


tion Act was only— 
Mr McGuinty: 


On a point of clarification, Mr 


Speaker: I am just wondering whether I should not be 


beginning the rotation. 


The Acting Speaker: Yes, I am sorry. I was under the 
impression the honourable member for Lanark-Renfrew 
was participating in the two-minute questions and/or com- 
ments. The honourable member was up as I was coming to 
a conclusion that there were none. Do we have unanimous 
consent that the critic for the official opposition should 
actually be taking the floor immediately following the 
minister’s opening remarks? 

Mr Jordan: Mine is in the form of a short question. 


The Acting Speaker: I want the honourable member 
for Lanark-Renfrew to know we are not in the two-minute 
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questions and answers, so therefore whatever you say now 
would disallow you to participate in any further debate. 


Mr Jordan: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 


Mr McGuinty: I have been looking forward to partic- 
ipating in this debate for some time and cannot overesti- 
mate the importance or significance of this legislation and 
the impact it would have on the province if it were passed 
as is. To my understanding, the general theory of the legis- 
lation is that it is to constitute a solution to a problem. If 
passed, rather than being any kind of solution, this pro- 
posed legislation would, in and of itself, constitute a very 
teal problem for the people of Ontario. 

Before I get into the specifics of the legislation, I think 
it is important that we look to the circumstances which 
obtain today, the factors that are at play in the energy field. 
No legislation is ever introduced into any kind of abstract 
vacuum and that is why I think it is important we do that. 
Let’s look at some of the relevant history. 

In 1989 the previous Liberal government introduced 
amendments to the Power Corporation Act. Those amend- 
ments were designed to make Hydro more accountable 
while at the same time maintaining a partnership spirit 
between government and Hydro. The matters of the mem- 
orandum of understanding and policy statements were in- 
troduced into legislation at that time. Those amendments 
also provided for a broadening of Hydro’s mandate to 
allow it to pursue energy conservation more effectively, 
but most important, Hydro’s mandate to provide power at 
cost was not interfered with. 

The second item we should remember is that there is at 
present an atmosphere of tense relations between Hydro’s 
board and the government. There was that skirmish when 
Hydro appointed Alan Holt to the position of chief execu- 
tive officer, which was subsequently followed by the Pre- 
mier appointing Marc Eliesen to the chair. Subsequently 
the minister introduced Bill 118, which effectively pub- 
licly emasculated Mr Alan Holt, a man who had been 
working for Hydro for some 35 years, possessing tremen- 
dous expertise in the matter of Hydro. 

With respect to the board itself, there is now lacking a 
spirit of co-operation between the previous appointees and 
this government’s appointees, and I place the responsibil- 
ity for the souring of relations clearly on the shoulders of 
this government. This government has given every impres- 
sion that it does not just want to control Hydro, but rather 
that it wants to dominate it totally. 
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It is important to keep in mind what we are dealing 
with here. We are dealing with a huge corporation that has 
over 36,000 employees. From my understanding, there are 
more people working for Hydro than there are residents of 
the Yukon. It has $39 billion in assets. Its ability to supply 
reliable power at cost, notwithstanding its occasional 
stumblings along the way, has enabled this province to 
develop so successfully. 

I do not think it is overstating the matter to say that this 
development of Ontario has gone hand in hand with our 
access to a reliable supply of power at cost, and in that 
very light it is important to recognize that the rivalries on 


the board, the tensions between the board and the govern- 
ment, are not only unseemly; they are completely unac- 
ceptable and dangerous to the economic health of this 
province. Anything at all that interferes with Hydro’s abil- 
ity to fulfil its mandate is unacceptable, and it is up to this 
government to improve relations and bring a co-operative 
approach to the problems both the government and Hydro 
must face. 

Leadership does not mean saying, “It’s my way or the 
highway”; it means sitting down and making a genuine 
effort to work the problems out. It means harnessing the 
energy and the expertise of the existing board members. 
Unfortunately, in my estimation, this legislation will not 
foster a spirit of co-operation or partnership. It will do the 
exact opposite unless, that is, the government appoints 
only lackeys to the board who have no genuine concern for 
ratepayers, and I am not prepared to make that indictment 
of members who are yet to be appointed to the board. 

I am not saying the government does not have a role 
and indeed a responsibility to keep Hydro in check and 
ensure it does not act against government policy, but there 
is a clear line beyond which the government should not 
cross. The government should not in any way impair 
Hydro’s ability to look out for the interests of its ratepayers. 
Unfortunately Bill 118 will constitute such an impairment. 

The third factor we have to keep in mind, before we 
address the substantive aspects of Bill 118, is that Hydro 
rates are skyrocketing. In 1991 we witnessed an average 
increase of 8.6% in the rates. In combination with the 
GST, on average that was an effective increase of 15.6% 
for that year. The rate for 1992 has just been announced by 
Hydro at 11.8% on average, notwithstanding the Ontario 
Energy Board’s recommendation that it be held at 10.5%. 
The increase for 1992 was the highest annual increase in 
over 10 years, and that is at a time when our province has 
been battered by a recession. 

Furthermore, as was indicated in question period today, 
the chairman has indicated that he expects Hydro rates will 
increase 44% over the next three years. It is interesting to 
note the Premier’s comments I heard on the radio this 
morning, that he intends to place an additional emphasis 
on jobs, jobs, jobs. I submit I am not going out on much of 
a limb when I say there is a direct correlation between 
Hydro’s rates and our rate of unemployment in Ontario. As 
the rates go up, so will the rate of unemployment. 

Another point to keep in mind is that the demand for 
Hydro is increasing. Although it has slowed somewhat 
during recession, the demand is expected to double by the 
year 2016 and one quarter of the existing supply stations 
are to be retired by that date. We have yet to hear of any 
plans of substance this government has to meet that in- 
creasing demand. 

The fifth factor at play now is that Hydro’s energy 
conservation programs are not working, and that is dis- 
turbing news indeed. The Ontario Energy Board, an impar- 
tial regulatory body which possesses special expertise in 
the matter of energy and Ontario Hydro, made the follow- 
ing comments in its reference of August 26, 1991, HR 20, 
in the Report of the Board, in the matter of a reference for 
the Minister of Energy respecting Ontario Hydro’s proposed 
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electricity rates for 1992. I think it would be worth our 
while to refer to some of the comments made. I am refer- 
ring specifically to page 29: 

“The board is very concerned with the cost-effective- 
ness of Hydro’s energy management expenditures. Since 
HR 19, Hydro has increased substantially its energy man- 
agement expenditures, partly in response to the govern- 
ment directive to redirect nuclear pre-engineering 
expenditures.” That is a reference, of course, to $240 mil- 
lion referred to in the throne speech which was redirected 
by the government. 

“The board notes Hydro’s testimony that the additional 
expenditures are not planned to result in additional long- 
term savings. Hydro has expressed some hope that they 
may do so, but the board questions the usefulness of 
spending the money based on hopes of future savings. 

“The board has other concerns with the process by 
which the additional expenditures were allocated. The 
amount chosen was arbitrary, since it was equal to the 
amount previously budgeted for nuclear pre-engineering 
expenditures. Hydro testified that the result of the addi- 
tional expenditures has been to bring forward programs 
from 1993 and 1994. This is of concern to the board in that 
programs may have been rushed into place.” 

Now I am getting to the point where I think this is very 
important. It says: “In short, the board finds that the addi- 
tional expenditures will not likely result in cost-effective 
energy management savings, but only in additional costs 
and lost revenue in the short term. In the board’s view, this 
is not short-term pain for long-term gain; rather, this is 
short-term pain for little or no gain.” 

It is quite an indictment. We have all this talk of con- 
servation. The minister just referred to it when he intro- 
duced this bill for second reading and we now learn it is 
not working. This $240-million injection, about which this 
government made so much hay, which was referred to in 
the speech from the throne, is being wasted. Not only do 
we have a case of increasing demand, but we have an 
energy conservation program which is not working. 

The sixth factor at play here is something which con- 
stitutes the beginning of the track record for this govern- 
ment in a matter of directing Ontario Hydro in terms of the 
kind of expenditures it wants it to make. I call it the Elliot 
Lake and Spruce Falls syndrome. These are examples 
where this government has set a dangerous precedent and 
gives us a good idea of the intentions for the future. 

Elliot Lake and Kapuskasing were difficult cases of 
one-industry towns; there is no doubt about that. They 
were hurting terribly in the recession. It was quite clear 
their industries would fail if the usual market forces were 
allowed to play themselves out and there would be tremen- 
dous resulting job loss. 

What was this government’s response? It used Hydro 
as a tool to carry out the social policy initiatives. It forced 
Hydro to do what it itself should have done. It forced the 
ratepayers instead of the taxpayers to foot the bill for what 
properly should have been a government initiative. 

Let’s look at Elliot Lake. There, the government com- 
pelled Ontario Hydro to spend $160 million to extend the 
uranium purchase contracts to 1996. As a result of that, 
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Hydro is now paying much, much more for uranium than | 
it would have done on the open market. The government 
also directed Hydro to spend $25 million to promote local — 


electrical generation. . 
Finally, and this is the unkindest cut of all for the rate- 
payers, the government ordered Hydro to spend $65 mil- 


lion of the northern Ontario heritage fund. We have to ask | 
ourselves, what does money being paid into the northern | 


Ontario heritage fund have to do with the supply of elec- 


tricity? The answer, of course, is that it has nothing at all to | 


do with that. 


1600 
Then there is the case of Kapuskasing. The govern- 


ment, again in response to a difficult situation, implicated _ 


Hydro. It committed Hydro to supplying $247 million 


worth of power over the next 10 years free to the Spruce | 


Falls mill. It compelled Hydro to purchasing a dam for 
$140 million. That dam has been purchased notwithstand- 


ing that Hydro’s plans for it are still subject to approval | 


under the environmental assessment. And finally, it com- 
pelled Hydro to spend $34 million up front for power credits. 


The question to be asked in both cases, Elliot Lake and 


Kapuskasing, is, were these actions in the interest of rate- 
payers? The answer has to be absolutely not. Clearly the 
government has a responsibility to assist these towns and 
we all as taxpayers have a responsibility to assist these 


people, but not as Hydro ratepayers. Ratepayers are owed © 


power at the lowest possible cost. These initiatives effec- 


tively constitute a tax grab. They are hidden from view, © 


and that is the most insidious aspect of this legislation. 
Taxpayers, on the other hand, deserve to see what are 
properly government expenditures, and they deserve to see 
them written down on the government books, not hidden 
away on Hydro’s books. 
Finally, in terms of the context within which this bill 


was introduced, we should note that it was done without | 
consultation. To my understanding, there was no consulta- — 
tion with the public, no consultation with the ratepayers, — 
no consultation with the Association of Major Power Con- — 
sumers in Ontario or with the Municipal Electric Associa- — 
tion, which combined represent over 90% of the ratepayers | 


in Ontario. No consultation with business, no consultation 


with labour, no consultation with the elected public utility _ 


commissioners. 


I do not believe anyone outside of government was © 
consulted, in fact, and this from a party which promised an — 


open and accessible government and which promised to 
consult on all government initiatives before the fact and 
not afterwards. 

To summarize the important features of the context 


within which this bill is being introduced, we have an — 


atmosphere of tense relations between Hydro and the gov- 
ernment, and there is absent from these a spirit of co-oper- 
ation and partnership. We have hydro rates which are 
skyrocketing, and this in a time of economic recession. 
The demand for hydro is increasing and we have still to 
hear from this government as to how it intends to meet the 
demand. Hydro’s energy conservation program, as we 
have learned from the impartial body, the Ontario Energy 


Board, is not working. And finally, through Elliot Lake | 


23 SEPTEMBER 1991 


and Spruce Falls, this government has established a track 
record which is frightening to ratepayers, employers, in- 
vestors—to everyone in the province—because we are all 
paying, either directly or indirectly, for Hydro. 

Let’s look at some of the specifics of Bill 118 to see 
how it not only does not address those pressing problems I 
have just listed, but in fact generally exacerbates them. 

In order to properly review Bill 118, we should com- 
pare it to the amendments made to the Power Corporation 
Act in 1989 by the previous government. Section 2 of Bill 
118 repeals section 9a and replaces it with a new section 
9a, and I think we should begin by comparing the language 
used. In legislative drafting, no words are chosen at ran- 
dom or without great care. They are all chosen for a partic- 
ular purpose. Let’s look at the existing wording. 

It says—these are pursuant to the Liberal amendments 
of 1989. It says the minister may issue policy statements. 
Under Bill 118, we are saying the minister “may issue 
policy directives.” Under the existing legislation, it says 
Hydro shall respect policy statements. Under Bill 118, it 
says the directors “shall ensure that policy directives are 
implemented promptly and efficiently.” 

It should be clear that the Liberal amendments were 
based on the assumption that the government could and 
would maintain a good working relationship with Hydro. 
Bill 118 shows language that is much tougher. Clearly it is 
a case of command and control, of the government saying, 
“You will do as you are told.” It is as simple as that. It is 
very confrontational. 

Let’s compare another aspect. Under the Liberal 
amendments, it indicated that the minister’s policy state- 
ments must relate to Hydro’s exercise of its powers and 
duties under the Power Corporation Act. Under Bill 118 
this restriction is lifted. It is extremely important to under- 
stand the consequences of this. Without any restriction 
whatsoever on the kinds of policy directives it can make, 
the government can order Hydro to do virtually anything. 
Given this government’s track record, specifically Elliot 
Lake and Kapuskasing and Spruce Falls—and that track 
record was developed without the benefit of this legisla- 
tion—it is frightening to think of what this government 
might do with the benefit of Bill 118 if it becomes law. 

Without any kind of restriction, this government could 
order Hydro to build an amusement park, fund cancer re- 
search, make a contribution to a government pension fund, 
give money to any body or group of people, all of which 
have nothing to do with supplying electrical power to rate- 
payers. In short, without restriction government can effec- 
tively change Hydro’s mandate in a blink of an eye, and 
without the change being subject to debate in this House. 
What it really means is that Hydro’s traditional and cher- 
ished mandate, that of providing power at cost, is being 
threatened. Through Bill 118 the government is saying to 
ratepayers, including employers and investors, “Your 
hydro rates are going up, folks, and for reasons that have 
nothing to do with the cost of providing power.” 

Just in case I am accused of being overly partisan, let’s 
refer to that august body, the Ontario Energy Board, once 
more. At page 188 of the same reference, HR 20, the board 
makes some findings. It says: “There is a general principle 
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for public utilities that social policy initiatives should be 
left in the domain of government rather than reflected in 
rates charged by such public utilities. Behind that principle 
is the generally accepted ratemaking principle that 
customers of a utility should be charged only for the public 
utility services rendered and that government ought to be 
responsible for alleviating societal problems.” 

It goes on to say, “Hydro is faced with the prospect of 
an increasing role in the implementation of government 
policy initiatives, with a potentially substantial effect on 
Hydro’s operations in the 1990s.” 

Then it adds something which I find very interesting. It 
says: “The board concurs with board staff that it is essen- 
tial that Hydro be vigilant in advising the government of 
the financial and rate impacts of provincial policy initia- 
tives. Further, the board finds that Hydro should fully doc- 
ument any advice or financial and rate impact submissions 
it makes to government in this regard.” 

I find that interesting because it reminds me of what a 
lawyer is supposed to do when he is faced with instruc- 
tions from a client which are contrary to the lawyer’s bet- 
ter judgement. In those cases a lawyer is required to 
carefully document his advice to his client in order to en- 
sure that there is an established record as to what the con- 
sequences may be and that the client is acting against the 
lawyer’s better judgement. I note that the Ontario Energy 
Board is warning the directors that they ought to be careful 
in terms of the kinds of steps they are about to take in 
dealing with a government that is bent on putting through 
or carrying out social policy initiatives through Hydro. 

Another aspect of Bill 118 is section 7, which, just to 
make it perfectly clear, says that the costs of carrying out 
policy directives are to be factored into the cost that we are 
going to pay for power. We have got to question the wis- 
dom of the minister in introducing a bill in a recession 
which is saying to employers and investors, “Here comes 
an additional tax which we’re going to tack on to your 
hydro bill, a tax which has nothing to do with hydro, a tax 
which you won’t find in any other jurisdiction in North 
America.” 

This provision will enable this government, a govern- 
ment desperately trying to recover from the negative re- 
ception of its first budget, a government desperately trying 
to prevent a $9.7-billion deficit from mushrooming into 
something several billion dollars greater, to hide govern- 
ment expenditures on Hydro books and off the province’s 
balance sheet. Surely the members can see that the tempta- 
tion to do so will be great. 

1610 

Something else this legislation does which is very, very 
unnerving for ratepayers is found in the new subsections 
9a(4) and 56ba(2), and I will read those. 

With respect to the first one, the new 9a(4) reads as 
follows: “A director is not accountable for any conse- 
quences arising from the implementation of a policy direc- 
tive under subsection (3) if he or she acted honestly and in 
good faith in relation to its implementation.” 

Subsection S6ba(2) reads: “Compliance with a policy 
directive shall be considered to be in the best interests of 
the corporation.” 
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The effect of these two provisions is to say to the direc- 
tors: “Look, as long as you do as the government tells you, 
even if it causes harm to Hydro and to Hydro’s ratepayers, 
don’t worry about it. You can’t be sued for it, because 
we’re relieving you of that obligation you had in the past.” 

I will tell members why these provisions were neces- 
sary. It is because there is an old principle of corporate 
law— it is over 100 years old—that says the directors owe 
a fiduciary duty to the shareholders. The fiduciary duty is 
very simple. It just says the directors must always act in 
the best interests of the shareholders. 

In Hydro’s case, the shareholders are the ratepayers, 
but through Bill 118, in one fell swoop, this government is 
proposing to override that century-old principle. The ques- 
tion remains, who will look out for the interest of the 
ratepayers? 

The role of Hydro’s board of directors has traditionally 
been to provide that sober second thought in the face of a 
government directive and to always consider its special 
duty to look out for the interest of its shareholders, the 
ratepayers. Now there will be no need to look out for the 
ratepayers’ interest, because Bill 118 relieves the directors 
of this obligation. And it is logical to assume that if you 
are not prepared to follow government directives, you are 
not going to get appointed to the board of directors. 

There is a provision in the bili which has some attrac- 
tion for me. That is the provision which permits Hydro to 
promote switching to alternate fuels. But I can only sup- 
port that if the costs of such promotion are offset by the 
costs saved by not having to construct new generation fa- 
cilities. As a ratepayer, and especially as a ratepayer with- 
out access to cheaper forms of energy, ie, natural gas, I do 
not want to pay to help someone switch to gas unless in 
the long run that is going to save me money. The minister 
will have to consider and provide me with reassurance 
regarding all the long-term implications of moving people 
off electricity on to natural gas before I can without reser- 
vation support this particular provision. 

For instance, we have to consider whether the natural 
gas pipeline is sufficient to accommodate the increased 
demand which would be brought about by this fuel-switch- 
ing program. The increased costs for a pipeline may be 
incorporated in the costs of gas, and it may be that at some 
point in time costs of electricity become cheaper than natu- 
ral gas. Where does that leave us at the end of the day? 

All those ramifications and repercussions are going to 
have to be explored and dealt with and brought to bear in 
this House before I can lend my unreserved support to that 
particular provision. 

Now let’s review the problems I discussed earlier to 
see what effect Bill 118 will have on them if it becomes 
law. 

Problem 1 is the tense relations between Hydro’s board 
and this government. Will this bill foster a spirit of co-op- 
eration and working partnership? My answer is no, it 
would only make it worse. The legislation is of the com- 
mand and control variety, simply saying to directors: “Do 
as you’re told. Forget the shareholders. We’re relieving 
you of that obligation to look to them.” 


Problem 2: Hydro’s rates are skyrocketing. Will Bill 
118 ensure that those rates will not continue to skyrocket? 
Will it dampen that inflation? No. In fact, as I think I have 
shown quite clearly, it is only going to exacerbate that 
problem. 

Problem 3: The demand for hydro is increasing. Bill 
118 does nothing to address this. 

Problem 4: Hydro’s energy conservation programs, ac- 
cording to the Ontario Energy Board, are not working. The. 
impact of the fuel switching provision remains to be seen,| 
so I cannot pronounce judgement on that one yet. | 

Problem 5 is the business of the Elliot Lake and the, 
Spruce Falls syndrome. Will Bill 118 permit this govern-, 
ment to continue to force Hydro to carry out social policy 
initiatives? The answer? You bet, and we should keep in’ 
mind that includes employers, workers, investors, land-| 
lords, tenants, consumers, that is, all of us, because we all’ 
pay for electricity one way or the other, directly or indi-| 
rectly. Can Hydro’s ratepayers take comfort in Bill 118?) 
Absolutely not. | 

There have been complaints levelled against Ontario) 
Hydro for a long, long time. Anybody who peruses the) 
Hansard will see that those complaints have been made by, 
all sides of the House, members from all parties. Histori- 
cally, those complaints have centred on Hydro not looking’ 
out for the interests of the ratepayers, and now, through) 
Bill 118, this government is proposing to tame this Hydro 
tiger. But as a ratepayer, whether I am mauled by the 
Hydro tiger when it is wild or when it is tame and it 
attacks me in response to its master’s command, it makes. 
no difference to me, because a mauling is a mauling is a 
mauling. . 

There is another aspect of Bill 118 that ought to be 
explored, and that is the aspect of the salaries for the chair- 
man and chief executive officer and the president. At the 
present time, Mr Franklin’s salary is $440,000 plus bonus, 
a considerable salary. He receives that salary in his capac- 
ity as chairman—when he was there, I should say, pre- 
viously—chief executive officer and president. Mr 
Eliesen, under the proposed legislation, will receive 
$400,000 for acting as chairman and chief executive offi- 
cer. In addition, Mr Holt, in his capacity as president, will 
receive $325,000. | 

The long and the short of it is this. Under the current 
legislation, three jobs are costing the ratepayers $440,000. 
Under the proposed legislation, three jobs will cost us 
$725,000. That is a $285,000 difference, and $285,000 is a 
lot of money at the best of times, but in the context of a 
recession, it is obscene. 

It is also interesting to note that Bill 118 shifts the 
responsibility to set the chief executive officer’s salary 
from cabinet to the board. But lo and behold, those ap- 
pointments to the board are made by the Premier, and Bill 
118, as I have tried to outline, clearly tells the board in 
other areas it must do as it is told. So it must logically be 
assumed that the board will do as the Premier wishes, and 
in this way, in the matter of the salary, the Premier will 
both have his cake and eat it, because if someone com- 
plains about the chief executive officer’s salary, the Pre- 
mier will say, “Don’t talk to me, talk to the board,” but in 
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reality the Premier controls the board and hence the CEO’s 
salary. It is a nifty piece of footwork, but it will not fool all 
the people all the time. 

1620 

I have received, as I am sure many other members 
have, numerous pieces of correspondence in connection 
with this Bill 118, all of which of course express consider- 
able concern about the effect it would have on the prov- 
ince, particularly on the ratepayers, if it is made law. I 
want to refer only to a few of those. 

First of all, I received a letter from Woodstock. Actu- 
ally, I have a copy of a letter from the Woodstock Public 
Utility Commission, which was addressed to the minister. 
It is dated September 18, 1991, and was signed by the 
chairperson, Alex Sutherland. That letter reads as follows, 
and these are only parts of it: 

“Dear Minister: 

“I am writing to you to express my very serious con- 
cerns about the possible direction Bill 118 amendments to 
the Power Corporation Act may take. 

“As chairperson of the Woodstock Public Utility Com- 
mission, where this commission is dedicated to power at 
cost and providing the Woodstock community with safe, 
reliable energy, I have a deep concern for any changes in 
the Power Corporation Act.” 

It goes on to say: “Permitting the cost of government 
policy directives to be included in the cost of power to 
municipal electrical utilities troubles the Woodstock com- 
mission greatly. This means electricity bills would be- 
come a new, albeit hidden, source of tax revenue for the 
government.” 

I have a letter from the Markham Hydro Electric Com- 
mission to me, dated September 20, 1991. It is signed by 
the chairman, F. Maguire. It says in part: 

“Markham Hydro Electric Commission requests that 
the sections of Bill 118 that would force electricity 
customers to bear the cost of policy directives be with- 
drawn and further requests that the government not finance 
social assistance programs and other government initia- 
tives through the cost of power.” 

Appended to this letter is a resolution which is to the 
same effect as the letter itself. That resolution passed Sep- 
tember 9, 1991. 

I have as well a letter dated September 19, 1991, to 
myself from Hydro Mississauga. It is signed by Karl Wahl, 
the general manager. It reads in part as follows: 

“Bill 118 threatens to destroy Ontario’s long-cherished 
principle of power at cost by making electricity rates a new 
source of tax revenue for the provincial government. 

“Under Bill 118, the provincial government will be 
able to issue policy directives that bypass the democratic 
legislative process, are binding on Ontario Hydro, and that 
could force Hydro to do things that are outside its current 
mandate—the provision of safe, reliable electricity. In ad- 
dition, Bill 118 would force Ontario electricity consumers 
to pay for these policy directives through their rates. This 
is unacceptable.... 

“Bill 118 is flawed legislation that sets dangerous pre- 
cedents and allows a new, hidden ‘tax grab’ by the provin- 
cial government.” 


I have a copy of a letter dated September 11, 1991, 
from the public utilities commission of the town of Fort 
Frances. The letter is signed by the chairman, Doug McC- 
aig. It is addressed to the Honourable Howard Hampton, 
MPP, Attorney General. It says: 

“Dear Sir: 

“The above-noted legislation in its proposed form will 
change the fundamental relationship between the provin- 
cial government and Ontario Hydro and will, in the opin- 
ion of the Fort Frances Public Utilities Commission, be to 
the detriment of electricity consumers in this province. 

“It is not necessary to do a total retrospective on the 
role of Hydro in Ontario since 1906. Suffice it to say that 
the fundamental tenet of this industry was the provision of 
reliable “power at cost.’ Over the past 85 years, many hun- 
dreds of municipal utility commissioners have come and 
gone in the service of their utility, each and every one 
seeking public office for the sole purpose of maintaining 
and strengthening this principle. 

“Should Bill 118 be passed into law in its present form, 
it will do more to discredit and undermine the efforts of these 
dedicated men and women than anything yet proposed.” 

It goes on to conclude with these words, “We, as mu- 
nicipal and utility commissioners and members of the Mu- 
nicipal Electric Association, deplore this action and urge 
the government to reconsider these amendments to the act 
and to honour the principle of ‘power at cost.’” 

I have a letter from the Clinton Public Utilities Com- 
mission, signed by Bruce Schoenhals, manager. It is dated 
September 16, 1991, and addressed to myself. It provides 
in part as follows: 

“Bill 118 threatens to destroy Ontario’s long-cherished 
principle of power at cost by making electricity rates the new 
source of tax revenue for the provincial government.... 

“Bill 118 is flawed legislation that sets dangerous pre- 
cedents and allows a new, hidden ‘tax grab’ by the provin- 
cial government.” 

It also has appended to it a resolution to this effect, 
which was adopted on September 16, 1991. 

I have a letter from the Bancroft Public Utilities Com- 
mission, dated September 16, 1991, addressed to myself 
and signed by Dean E. Laundry, manager and secretary- 
treasurer. It encloses a copy of a motion passed by the 
Bancroft Public Utilities Commission on September 10, 
1991, and it provides in part: 

“Be it resolved that: The Bancroft Public Utilities 
Commission requests the province of Ontario to withdraw 
the sections of Bill 118 dealing with policy directives that 
would change the mandate of Ontario Hydro and force 
electricity customers to bear the cost of these directives in 
their rates; and 

“Be it further resolved that: The Bancroft Public Utili- 
ties Commission requests the government of Ontario and 
Ontario Hydro to not finance social assistance programs 
and other government initiatives unrelated to Ontario 
Hydro’s mandate through the cost of power.” 

I have a letter from North York Hydro, addressed to the 
member for Oriole. It is dated September 12, 1991, and it 
is signed by Carl Anderson, the chairman, Robert Dyer, 
vice-chairman, and Mayor Mel Lastman. It says in part: 
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“Our primary concerns relate to those clauses that per- 
mit any government of Ontario to use electricity revenues 
as an instrument for subsidizing social policy initiatives or 
other government programs not related directly to the con- 
servation of electricity. The electrical industry, which in- 
cludes Ontario Hydro and the municipal utilities, has been 
proud to deliver power at cost to our customers and feels 
any change to this principle to be an unwarranted tax grab 
without being accountable to the public.” 

The last letter is from the Renfrew Hydro Electric 
Commission, addressed to myself. It provides as follows: 

“Although it is realized that the present Power Corpo- 
ration Act is not perfect, we feel that many of the proposed 
amendments outlined in Bill 118 will detract from the 
original intent of electrical power at the lowest possible 
cost. 

“It is important that Ontario Hydro and the electrical 
utilities remain as autonomous as possible. Ontario 
Hydro’s 25-year projection plans are already behind 
schedule, and in the not-too-distant future, electric con- 
sumers in Ontario will be in trouble both supply-wise and 
price-wise. 

“Other electric utilities with whom we have talked 
share our concerns, and the Renfrew Hydro Electric Com- 
mission would appreciate having the government give the 
consideration to the presentations by the Municipal Elec- 
tric Association. 

“Yours truly, the Renfrew Hydro Electric Commission.” 

Of course, I am sure the minister has received briefings 
from the Association of Major Power-Consumers in On- 
tario and their substantive briefs presented by them, as 
well as the Municipal Electric Association, and I am only 
going to read a brief part of the position paper presented to 
the minister by the MEA. The concluding paragraph says: 

“Tf electricity rates are used as a new source of taxation 
revenue for the government to use to finance its programs, 
then it is most certain that rates will increase, and we can’t 
afford that. Higher rates will have a negative impact on 
commercial and industrial growth. 

“Bill 118 is dangerous legislation, which permits the 
government to unilaterally make sweeping changes with- 
out using the democratic process. It allows the government 
to order Ontario Hydro to undertake any activity—related 
to the electricity business or not—and then make electric- 
ity consumers pay for it. 

“Bill 118 was introduced without any consultation with 
the MEA, labour, business or the public. The MEA has 
tried, in meetings with the Ministry of Energy, to make 
constructive suggestions to change Bill 118. These sugges- 
tions have not been accepted. 

“The MEA’s 312 municipal electric utilities, represent- 
ing 75% of the province’s electricity consumers, are united 
in their opposition to the portions of Bill 118 outlined 
above. Therefore, it is embarking on a public campaign to 
fight Bill 118.” 

I want to leave this House today with one final ques- 
tion. Whatever or whoever was it that prompted this gov- 
ernment to craft and introduce this bill into this House? 
Which group or groups were crying out for this change? 
Who wants government to use Hydro as a tool for carrying 
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out social policy initiatives and thereby drive up hydro. 
rates? Surely not Hydro’s ratepayers. Surely not labour, 
which has no wish to see employers and investors saddled 
with further operating costs that could result in business | 
shutdowns and job losses. Surely not business, which is 
already itself besieged by the recession. } 

Energy Probe, the Municipal Electric Association, the | 
Association of Major Power Consumers in Ontario and the | | 
Ontario Energy Board oppose this legislation in principle, | 
so the question remains for the minister to answer: Who | 
approached him or his predecessor and requested that this | 
bill be introduced, or does the credit for the dangerous | 
ideas found in this bill belong entirely to him and his | 
predecessor? 

I understand and I am pleased to hear that Bill 118 is — 
going to be sent out to committee. I look forward to partic- | 
ipating in that committee and to receiving submissions | 
from the many concerned persons who have already con-_ 
tacted me. I am sure there are many more out there. 


1630 


Hon Mr Ferguson: Very briefly, I appreciated the. 
comments of the member for Ottawa South, but let’s be 
very Clear. The honourable member has stated that it is my 
way or the highway. In fact, what the statement does not | 
take into consideration is that prior to a directive being | 
issued, the bill is going to require the minister to meet with | 
the board of Hydro to discuss the implications of any pol- | 
icy directive. | 

I know we are going to hear this throughout the debate. 
We are going to hear about Kapuskasing and we are going 
to hear about Elliot Lake. Let’s be very clear on the facts” 
here, folks. The previous Liberal government enacted this | 
legislation, an amendment to Hydro, and this is the opera- | 
tive clause. It enacted a clause, an amendment to the 
Power Corporation Act which allowed for economic de- 
velopment participation by Hydro where a regulation is 
passed. That power has already existed. That power is with 
us today. | 

This act does not prohibit or encourage that. Members © 
opposite made that decision some time ago and now we | 
hear the member for Ottawa South stand up and criticize it. 
Well, the members should have been talking to their 
friends a few years ago. 

We are going to hear that Hydro is going to become a 
social agency and that there is a hidden tax. The fact of the 
matter is, Hydro produces an annual report. It is scruti- 
nized by the Ontario Energy Board. I do not know a body — 
that is more scrutinized than Hydro. If in fact there are any 
hidden costs, I am sure that will come out in its annual 
report and I am sure that will come out in the financial — 
statements. 

This is to tighten, make it a much closer working rela- 
tionship with the province of Ontario, rather than conve- 
niently say, “You go do your own thing so we don’t have © 
to take any responsibility.” 


Mr Callahan: I want to answer the question of my 
colleague the member for Ottawa South about who pro- 
posed this legislation and who is trying to use this legisla- 
tion to create hidden taxes and reap hidden taxes from all — 


23 SEPTEMBER 1991 


LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF ONTARIO 


2451 


of the public of this province for social purposes. The 
answer to that is very simple. It is the NDP government. 
That is their secret proposal as to how they will do two 
things. First, they will fund the massive deficit that was 
created by the budget of the Treasurer. Second, this is how 
they are going to answer some of the questions of all those 
people who supported them on their saying they were 
going to do all these good things for these disadvantaged 
people and now find they do not have the money to do it. 

In addition to that, what the government is going to do 
is drive business out of this province. Every little trickle of 
extra money that it costs businesses to carry on business 
just drives them closer and closer to Buffalo. The govern- 
ment seems to have a dream. Jobs do not just simply 
spring up out of the ground if it sprinkles a little seed here 
and a little seed there. Jobs are created by people risking 
their capital, operating particularly in a time of great reces- 
sion where a couple of dollars here and a couple of dollars 
there can mean the difference between carrying on a suc- 
cessful business and going under. 

If the government cannot recognize that, then I suggest 
it should plug in, because it is looking through rose-col- 
oured glasses. It has absolutely no idea what is going on, it 
has no managerial skills and it is going to destroy this 
province. 


Mr Daigeler: My colleague the member for Ottawa 
South has made reference to various letters he has received 
from communities across the province. I as well have re- 
ceived communication from the hydro commission in my 
city of Nepean. I am reading from a letter I received from 
the chairman, dated September 18, that came to my office 
just last Friday. He is urging me to make very clear with 
this new government that the function of Ontario Hydro 
should be to generate and deliver electricity to consumers 
in the province. The utility must not become an instrument 
of government social policy. Any initiative to deliver so- 
cial programming through Ontario Hydro will be counter 
to the interest of the citizens of this great province. 

In fact, the hydro commission did move a formal reso- 
lution to that effect. They have asked me as well to present 
this resolution to the House and to the Minister of Energy 
in particular. The resolution that was passed by Nepean 
hydro requested “the government of Ontario and Ontario 
Hydro not to finance social assistance programs and other 
government initiatives unrelated to Ontario Hydro’s man- 
date through the cost of power.” In addition to the commu- 
nications that were presented to the member for Ottawa 
South, I would also like to put forward these concerns that 
have been expressed to me by the Nepean hydro. 


Mr Sutherland: It is a pleasure to be back here. I 
want to comment on the member for Ottawa South, since 
he did read parts of a letter from the Woodstock Public 
Utility Commission, which is in my riding. I also received 
a copy of that letter. I want to deal with this argument 
about supporting social policies, because if I remember my 
history correctly in terms of the formation of Ontario 
Hydro and some of the reasons it was formed, Ontario 
Hydro was formed to help stimulate economic development 


throughout the province by ensuring there would be ade- 
quate supplies of electricity at reasonable prices. 

It was also there to ensure that the people of Ontario 
would get electricity to help increase their quality of life 
and their standard of life. I guess no one at that time called 
it a social policy, but in a sense that was, if you look at it, a 
social policy. More important, it was an economic policy, 
so I think some of the things people are calling social 
policy are consistent with the mandate in terms of how 
Ontario Hydro was established in the first place. 

I also want to comment just a bit in terms of the impact 
on business. I have toured many of the industries in my 
riding, and some of my most competitive ones, the reason 
they are competitive is because they have already carried 
out energy audits, they have already made steps to im- 
prove their energy efficiency, and as a result their electric- 
ity bills and their energy bills are very low. That is helping 
them to be competitive. 

I think if some other businesses carry out these types of 
audits they will find that they will have savings in the long 
run, and that will also help them to be competitive. 
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Mr McGuinty: First of all, with respect to the 
minister’s comments that the Power Corporation Act, as it 
presently stands, allowed the government to take the steps 
it did with respect to Elliot Lake and Kapuskasing or 
Spruce Falls, I disagree with that. Even if that power did 
exist—and there is reference in the Ontario Energy 
Board’s report here to its contention that that power does 
not exist—what concerns me is that this government took 
advantage of that to set Ontario Hydro on a track which is 
completely different and beyond its traditional scope. 

If we are going to get into discussing something as 
fundamental as altering the mandate of Ontario Hydro and 
having Hydro do anything other than engage in the activity 
of ensuring that we have a reliable supply of electricity at 
the lowest possible cost, that is something we ought to be 
reviewing on a case-by-case basis in this House. It is the 
type of initiative that ought to be reviewed carefully in this 
House and be subject to true democratic debate. We have 
tremendous concerns, given the track record of this gov- 
ernment to date in dealing with the matter of Elliot Lake 
and Kapuskasing, as to what it might do in the future. 

I want to thank the member for Brampton South for 
answering that question I had posed. It was rhetorical, but 
nevertheless I appreciate that response. 


Mr Jordan: I believe that Bill 118, as I stated before, 
is a very bad bill, not only for Ontario Hydro but for the 
democratic process. What we are effectively doing here 
with Bill 118 is removing from this Legislative Assembly 
the opportunity to debate the policies under which Ontario 
Hydro will function. The plan of this government, right 
back to its throne speech, is to try to serve the people of 
Ontario without having to use nuclear energy. They have 
attempted to display to the people of Ontario that using 
nuclear energy is dangerous, that it is not a safe method, 
and they do not want it as a source of base generation. 

Really, the purpose of Bill 118 goes right to that philos- 
ophy of this government. As I said earlier, in removing the 
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opportunity for changes in direction of Ontario Hydro to 
be debated in this Legislature, when this bill gets third 
reading they will be able to issue a directive directly to the 
chairman, chief executive officer and the board, and the 
action will have been taken. How then do we allow the 
people of the province to be informed? How do we allow 
them to participate in the regulations under which they are 
going to be asked to serve? 

I have the feeling that some members of the govern- 
ment feel that they were the only ones elected, that the rest 
of us arrived here by some form of appointment, but I 
would like to remind each and every one of them that we, 
also, were elected by majority vote. We do represent the 
people of our riding, we do have the right to debate, and 
we do have the right to bring not only the feelings of the 
riding but the feelings and policies of our party to be con- 
sidered by the people of this province. I cannot stress too 
much that this bill will basically remove that right in ac- 
cordance with our relationships with Ontario Hydro. 

Why would Ontario Hydro’s board of directors, man- 
agement, require this type of direction? Why would they 
require such direct policy straight from the Minister of 
Energy to the board of directors to be enacted without any 
knowledge to the people or the members of this Legisla- 
ture? My feeling is that the reason they feel Bill 118 is 
required is that the policies they wish to initiate and put 
into effect are definitely not the wishes of the people of 
this province or the management of Ontario Hydro. 

I would say that we are going to, through this bill, 
change Ontario Hydro from an electrical industry to an 
electrical service supplying minimum requirements. These 
policies have been used in other areas. The result was that 
the people found themselves with rationed amounts of 
power; they found themselves being directed by the gov- 
ernment on the amount of power they could use; they 
found themselves with government intrusion into their pri- 
vate lives. Some utilities had representatives coming to the 
households, listing the appliances in the house, and 
through that, allotting X number of kilowatt-hours that that 
resident could use. If they overused they were penalized 
financially, and if they refused to come into line the service 
was discontinued. 

I can say to you today, Mr Speaker, that if this bill is 
enacted in its present form we have given the power to the 
Minister of Energy to enact such policies as I have de- 
scribed, and you can see that the freedom of choice is 
being removed from Canadian life. I find it very disturbing 
that we as Canadians are going to be controlled in our 
private lives, in our private homes, as to the style of life we 
wish to live. 

The blanket phrase is used that we, in Ontario and 
Canada, use more energy than other nations. Let’s talk 
about Ontario. Ontario Hydro was commissioned origi- 
nally for the purpose of generating and transmitting elec- 
trical energy. The distribution of the energy and sale of it 
was to be in the hands of the municipalities which, each 
three years, elect commissioners to implement the local 
policies they wish to see for their municipality, and all of the 
over 300 municipalities come together and exchange views 
on policy that they are using in their individual locations. 
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What we have under Bill 118 is the Minister of Energy | 
directing an Ontario Hydro employee to my home to tell | 
me how much energy I can use. They are going to try and | 
convince me with financial incentives to change from my 
present form, if it should be electric, to some other form of | 
fuel. At the present time it is natural gas. I do not think the | | 
elected officials of these utilities are ready to accept that 
form of dictatorship. 
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My friend and colleague the member for Ottawa South | 
has read several letters from utilities. I also have received 
several letters from them. 

I have one from Smiths Falls Hydro: “On behalf of | 
Smiths Falls Hydroelectric Commission, I am writing to 
express Our opposition to Bill 118, An Act to amend the 
Power Corporation Act. Bill 118 threatens to destroy 


| 


\ 


| 


. 


Ontario’s long-cherished principle of power at cost by | 


making electricity rates a new source of tax revenue for the 
provincial government. 


“Under Bill 118, the provincial government would be © 


able to issue policy directives that bypass the democratic | 


process, that are binding on Ontario Hydro and that could © 


force Hydro to do things that are outside its current man- 
date, the provision of safe, reliable electricity. In addition, 


Bill 118 would force Ontario electricity consumers to pay 
for these policy directives through their rates. This is to- 


tally unacceptable. 
“We also object to the sections of Bill 118 that permit | 


Ontario Hydro to subsidize fuel substitution through elec- 


tricity rates. This is unnecessary, as market forces alone are 
enough to discourage certain types of fuel switching. 


7 
1 


“The Smiths Falls Hydroelectric Commission supports _ 


the campaign of the Municipal Electric Association to 
change Bill 118 in the areas of policy directives and fuel 


substitution. The MEA position paper is enclosed for your _ 


information. 


“Bill 118 is flawed legislation that sets dangerous pre- 
cedents and allows a new hidden tax grab by the provincial — 
government. We look forward to your support in our fight — 


to change Bill 118.” 

I have other letters from my riding, from Renfrew 
Hydro, from Almonte Hydro and so on, and many letters 
from utilities, from Windsor through across Ontario. Many 
of these letters are basically saying what the member for 
Ottawa South expressed in reading them. I am not going to 
take the time of the House to read each individual letter, 
but really, if you stop and think about a democratic system, 
you have these elected commissioners right across the 
province representing the municipalities and they are 
strongly opposed to the bill. They are asking at least that it 
be amended in several areas or completely withdrawn. 

I would say that if this government had a philosophy in 
favour of nuclear energy, Bill 118 would never have been 
introduced. This bill, in conjunction with the conservation 
program, which, as has been pointed out, is not working— 
I have asked the present chairman for information on that. 
I have yet to receive an answer. 

But there is something here that we tend to overlook. 
First of all, the bill was introduced by the former minister 
in June and this amendment to the Power Corporation Act 
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combined the chairman’s position with that of chief execu- 
tive officer. They were in such a hurry that the bill got first 
reading and the chairman had already discussed and had 
already been accepted as chief executive officer. The com- 
mittee had not reported on the qualifications presented to 
it. The bill has yet to be approved through the democratic 
process. It is going to be retroactive to the day it was 
introduced. So again, I see a dangerous way of using de- 
mocracy by just going through the so-called steps that are 
required with the intention of no change anyhow. “This is 
what we are going to do. Yes, we may have to go through 
the steps, but this is what is going to happen and this is 
how we are going to operate this government and operate 
Ontario Hydro.” 

The Minister of Energy knows very well that his de- 
partment is duplicating advertising on television. The On- 
tario Hydro marketing program is attempting to sell this 
conservation program. They are going to be attempting to 
sell this fuel switching, which the utilities resent very 
much. I wonder if the present minister has any understand- 
ing of what is actually taking place in spending the 
ratepayers’ money to convince their neighbour to go from 
electric to gas or whatever. We firmly believe, as the asso- 
ciation of electric utilities believes, that the marketplace 
will decide that. 

But the danger of that is not only the cost being re- 
flected on my hydro bill and your hydro bill; the danger is 
that you are going to be sending people into my municipal- 
ity where I already have elected commissioners to look 
after my municipality. These people will be coming to tell 
my customers. We thought we were in charge of the retail, 
of the electricity in our municipality. We buy it wholesale 
from Ontario Hydro at the cost of production and trans- 
mission and then we retail it in the municipality. Now 
these programs are being implemented without any ap- 
proval through our local commission, so in effect the cost 
is being transferred to the ratepayers of that municipality 
by direction of the Minister of Energy. 

Why he wants to take that responsibility is beyond me 
when we have a democratic process in place to set retail 
tates. If Ontario Hydro was to stick to its original mandate 
of generation and transmission of power and leave the 
retail part of it to the municipalities that buy from Ontario 
Hydro and let them set the policies they want to set, 
whether it is for conservation or fuel switching or what- 
ever—let them set those policies and if the people in that 
community are not in favour of them they will know it 
come three years after the election, and your democratic 
process is working and the people in Ontario have a 
choice. 

Bill 118 has given that much power to the Minister of 
Energy that I really believe—I am aware that he has been 
recently appointed Minister of Energy, but I really wonder 
if the minister has sat back and looked at it himself to 
actually face the responsibility that he has taken on as 
minister for Ontario, because once he takes on the respon- 
sibility, he will become accountable. He will become ac- 
countable for the blackouts. He will become accountable 
to the people of Ontario. 


He is not now just representing one municipality or 
one riding. He has accepted the appointment as Minister of 
Energy for the province. He cannot afford, with that re- 
sponsibility, to allow these philosophies that he wants to 
promote to be promoted by introducing undemocratic pro- 
cesses, and that is what really is my concern about this 
whole bill. Why do we want to remove from the Legisla- 
ture the right to debate policies to Ontario Hydro from this 
government? That is really all we are doing with this bill. 
The other parts of the bill are all relative to the 
government’s having the power to implement the things it 
has been trying to have in effect in Ontario for some time. 
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I can remember back when the first nuclear plant was 
built we had people who knew absolutely nothing about 
nuclear energy. They do not even know today that a nu- 
clear generator is exactly the same as any other steam 
generator, except that the method of making steam is dif- 
ferent. I can say to members that using nuclear to make 
steam is the cleanest, most efficient method we have, and 
through and in conjunction with the Atomic Energy Con- 
trol Board of Canada we now have in place a safe storage 
system for the unspent fuel bundles. 

If this government would stop hiding behind the fact 
that it is saying nuclear plants are too expensive and just 
come out and say, “It’s a philosophy of ours that we don’t 
like it and we’re not going to allow it,” then fine. But it 
keeps hiding behind saying, “The cost of a nuclear gener- 
ating station is not realistic,” and the people in Ontario are 
not prepared to accept it. 

As I pointed out earlier, the other point is that in all of 
this will come the shrinking of this great electrical industry 
in Ontario to nothing but an essential electric service for 
essential services like televisions and computers. Anything 
else will be out. We may even have blackouts, as far as 
lights go, because if the minister has any experience in the 
utility field or if he has read about the capital costs or the 
operating costs, he will know it costs the same money to 
service a resident; whether it is electric or oil or gas, the 
kilowatt-hours, the transformer and the service wires you 
need, everything is required, whether you are just going to 
have lights and essential services or whether you are going 
to have a completely environmentally controlled home. 

With the introduction of the heat pump, one of the 
most efficient methods of heating and cooling any building 
is well in place. The research has been done. Because it is 
becoming more attractive in the residential field and peo- 
ple are used to comfort, living in an environmentally en- 
closed area, the new homes are being built and insulated in 
such a manner that efficiency is there from day one. All we 
are doing with a heat pump is to reverse what we do with 
our refrigerator. In the summertime we take the heat out of 
the house and dispense it outside through the coil; in the 
wintertime we take the heat out of the air and bring it into 
the house and heat the house. 

It is certainly something that should be looked at. At 
least, I would like to see the conservation program that has 
been sold so much starting to be implemented around here. 
When I walk out the doors at either end, with winter coming 
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on certainly it is going to take more than a visit from a 
conservation officer to change the heat loss there. 

The other main point about this bill: I go back to the 
fact that all it does is to give the government the right to do 
whatever it wants with Ontario Hydro. Members have to 
think of the research, the engineering and the people who 
work for the utility. It was the people working for the 
utility who made it. If members look back over the history 
of Ontario Hydro, it put in many long hours to give contin- 
ued service to the customer. When you start to shrink an 
industry, that morale starts to go down. 

When you say, “Take the electric heat out of your 
house and put gas in,” to me it is like General Motors. I go 
there to buy a car and they say: “No, I’m sorry, we can’t 
produce any more cars because it’s too expensive to put an 
addition on the plant. But go over to Ford and you can get 
one over there.” Let’s forget this expense idea that we are 
trying to promote for the electric. The cost at Darlington is 
relative to the mechanical end of the unit: the cooling 
tubes, the shaft and the generator. It would not matter 
which energy you used to make steam. That is not going to 
change mechanical problems in the unit. I find it a bit 
frustrating to try to tell people that. 

Industry, the Association of Major Power Consumers 
in Ontario, along with the Municipal Electric Association 
are sO upset and confused that they cannot sit down at a 
board of directors’ meeting and recommend an expansion 
to a plant. They cannot recommend a new plant because it 
was Ontario Hydro supplying electricity at cost to this 
province that made it the industrial province it was a cou- 
ple of years ago. If we remove that from this province, we 
have lost the biggest attraction we ever had. Members 
should look at the province of Ontario and at the industry 
in it and think about it and they will begin to realize it was 
a dependable supply of electricity at cost that gave the 
industrial and manufacturing people the confidence to go 
ahead and build and expand in Ontario. We are losing that. 

I met and talked with members of both associations 
several times, the major power users and the Municipal 
Electric Association, and I cannot think of any more demo- 
cratic way to get the feelings of the people of this prov- 
ince. We want an electrical industry in this province. We 
need it because the spinoff from it is just wonderful. Many 
other industries flow from that source of energy. It is like 
the oil well of Ontario to have what we have available to 
us here. We have the engineering and the technology. We 
have solved the safety problems of our nuclear stations. 
We have a storage system which, I am sure, if the minister 
has not visited it, the previous Minister of Energy did. We 
had that engineered and done in conjunction with the 
Atomic Energy Control Board of Canada. 

We have a gift here on which we are turning off the 
tap. We are going to shut down an electrical industry in 
favour of conservation, environment and a philosophy of 
government that is not acceptable to the people of this 
province. I congratulate the minister that he has indicated 
he does have concerns with Bill 118 and that he is pre- 
pared for this bill to go to a legislative committee and 
listen to these groups and the average user of electricity in 
this province as to the effects this bill will have on the 


supply of electricity, not only to the individual customer 
but to industry, manufacturing and, in the end result, to 
employment in Ontario. 

Suppose we go along with nuclear energy and it is 
expensive. Then people will accept the fact that their rates 
are reflecting the cost of providing the energy they wish to’ 
have in this province. It is the same if you buy an automo-| 
bile. You are going to have to absorb the cost because) 
wages and materials went up and everything else, but you) 
still want the automobile. You should have the choice of 
wanting the use of the electrical energy if you wish, espe-| 
cially in Ontario, where the technology is available and 
where we have not only been using it, but where it has, 
been proven every day as being not only the cleanest, but 
one of the safest forms of generation. 
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I wonder if our new Minister of Energy, coming from) 
Kitchener where Sir Adam Beck had a great influence on’ 
the history of this great utility, would not be prepared basi-. 
cally to just withdraw the bill. I think the new minister, 
would stand tall in the province of Ontario if he had the 
intestinal fortitude to withdraw that bill. | 

We have to think ahead to future uses for electricity, 
not just coming up with generation for the supply of en-| 
ergy that is required at this time. Take for instance the 
electric car. What is it going to do for the environment? It 
is going to be a wonderful solution in the cities and in any 
congested area where you have people travelling back and. 
forth to work. It is going to be an excellent market for: 
Ontario Hydro because it will be known as an off-peak 
load. The vehicles will be recharged during the night hours. 
when the curve for use of electricity is at its lowest point. 

This brings out the point about our transmission of 
power across the province. Suppose we had our generation 
in Toronto and we needed power in Cornwall. Would it 
make sense to just build a line from the generating plant in 
Toronto straight through to Cornwall, or would it make 
sense to tap into the line on the way—at Oshawa, Belle- 
ville, Kingston, Brockville, Prescott and so on—and pick 
up customers on that line? The net effect would be a lower 
unit cost, because the capital cost of building the transmission 
line would be the same, basically, whether you went straight 
from A to D or you tapped off and picked up customers along 
the way: positive marketing, as compared to this negative 
marketing under the guise of conservation which is going to 
bring nothing but deeper recession into the province. 

I hope the new minister has consulted with the Associ- 
ation of Municipal Electrical Utilities. I believe he indi- 
cated that he had. I hope he has also consulted with the 
Association of Major Power Users. 

Today in the House I was pleased to hear the minister 
say, “I am not in favour of putting the cost of social pro- 
grams on to the individual hydro bill.” As much as that 
statement was made today, we are fairly sure, if this bill is 
put into effect, that at least those are the nature of items 
that can be easily included in cost of power to the home. It 
may, in one way, not affect each individual as strongly as 
he may think. But what is it going to do to industry, as the 
previous speaker pointed out, when the economy is in the 
slump that it is in and every little competitive edge collectively 
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keeps us in business? One of the major ones, of course, is 
the supply of electricity. 

In the riding of Lanark-Renfrew, we are fortunate that 
we have an abundance of hydraulic generation. We are 
also aware that, through the network of transmission, hy- 
draulic generation is shared with the people across the 
province. The network is tied together and it feeds into a 
pool type of system. 

But to think of some of the statements made by this 
government relative to other forms of generation to replace 
nuclear—that is really what it is. It is not that they are 
going to do it through conservation. As the member for 
Ottawa South said, conservation is not working and it will 
not work. It is like a fringe benefit: It is there, but it is very 
difficult to measure. You certainly cannot sit down with a 
company and explain to them where you are going to get 
your supply of electricity and say, “Well, I’m going to ask 
my neighbour to use a little less, and so on, and collec- 
tively I will have enough to supply you.” You just cannot 
do business that way. 

The minister, having taken the responsibility—and he 
is willing to be accountable, I would say—will also be 
willing to consider the withdrawal of Bill 118; and cer- 
tainly, if not its withdrawal, that we can have it through a 
legislative committee. Then the people I have mentioned, 
including the number of letters received from across the 
province—and as I say, these are not just from my riding; 
they are a good cross-section of the province of Ontario. I 
know the minister is aware of it, and I hope the real discus- 
sion and the real presentation on this bill can take place in 
that manner. Perhaps at that time we can at least have those 
sections amended, particularly the one where a directive 
goes directly from the minister to the Hydro board and is 
enacted. 

Really and truly, in the interest of protecting the demo- 
cratic process and the history of Ontario Hydro, those 
types of major directives should come through this Legis- 
lature. In that way, everybody benefits. Because, let’s face 
it, you may think, “I’ve covered all the bases and I have 
everything under control.” But the government should stop 
and think. It might get a good idea once in a while from an 
Opposition member. It should remember that he was also 
elected and he is willing to take part in the government and 
in the governing of the province in whatever way the gov- 
ernment leaves open. 


Hon Mr Ferguson: I want to thank the member for 
his comments. I did listen to what he had to say. I think he 
will also agree with me that, along with the responsibility 
of the portfolio, I have become the accountability of the 
portfolio. It has never made much sense to me that this 
Legislature ought to be making suggestions to Ontario 
Hydro rather than provide direction. That is exactly what 
this legislation is trying to do, to provide a framework of 
direction, of policy guidance. It will be fully discussed by 
the Hydro board prior to being implemented. 

Had that been in place, we might not be faced today 
with a situation where we have a nuclear plant operating at 
less than 60% efficiency, for which the ratepayers—not 
only the province, but the ratepayers in my community as 
well—have to pay $13.5 billion worth. That just does not 
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make any sense. We are all here to represent individual 
constituencies. Obviously I have to make the decision in 
the best interests of the people of the city of Kitchener, 
much the same as you have to make decisions in the best 
interests of the people of the city of Cambridge, which you 
do quite aptly, I might add, Mr Speaker. 

There is no hidden agenda here. We believe that with 
responsibility there should be a good measure and degree 
of accountability. That is exactly what this bill is intended 
to do. 
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Mr Callahan: I always find it is better to read the 
explanatory note to determine what is being done by the 
bill, and I would like to read that for the people who are 
watching on television: “The bill would also include 
among the purposes to which the corporation’s income is 
to be applied purposes that are authorized or required by 
the regulations made under the act.” 

The members opposite and the people out there will 
think regulations are something that have to be tested in 
the Legislature, but one of the things I learned as chairman 
of the standing committee on regulations and private bills 
is the fact that the regulations are called the silent laws of 
Ontario. They are not tested in the Legislature at all. They 
are passed by cabinet. Cabinet can pass any regulation it 
likes. The committee on regulations and private bills has to 
look at them and determine whether they fit into certain 
criteria, but it cannot touch the policy of those regulations. 

What the minister does not realize, and I think he 
should get a handle on it with all due respect, is the fact 
that the clear explanation in the bill is that the cabinet can 
tell Hydro that it wants Hydro to increase hydro rates and 
that it wants that money to be directed towards a specific 
type of thing. Once the government starts interfering in the 
market like that, once it starts putting those additional 
costs on business, bye-bye business and the lights will go 
out in Georgia. 


Mrs Marland: I am finding this afternoon’s debate 
very interesting. I am finding it very innovative, because I 
do not recall too often in this House where the minister 
gets up and uses the two-minute rebuttal time allocated to 
members in this kind of debate. Normally the minister 
makes notes, or if he or she is not in the House, the parlia- 
mentary assistant does, and their comments become incor- 
porated in their final speech to the House. 

I think what we are seeing this afternoon is particularly 
illustrative of this particular government. They know it is 
an absurd bill. The minister himself is so defensive of his 
poorly drafted, unnecessary legislation that he is up on his 
feet as soon as any of the speakers are finished, up on his 
feet for his two minutes’ rebuttal. 

I think this is particularly significant, because in his 
heart of hearts— 

Hon Mr Ferguson: Responsible government, Marga- 
ret, responsible government. 

Mrs Marland: He is even interjecting now. He cannot 
wait to get on his feet for another two minutes. I think that 
it would be interesting for someone who had the time or 
the inclination to look back in earlier Hansards, maybe for 
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the last four or five years of two other parties, and take 
note of the number of times in this kind of debate where 
the two minutes for questions and comments on a previous 
speaker’s presentation were in fact used by the promoter of 
the legislation on the floor at the time. 


Mr Cousens: Mr Speaker, first of all, I would like to 
congratulate you on your appointment as a Chairman of 
the House, and I wish you great success in that position. It 
is great to see you there. 

I would also like to compliment the member for Lan- 
ark-Renfrew for the way in which he has very directly 
dealt with this very important bill. The fact of the matter is 
that he has pointed out how unnecessary this bill is and the 
opportunity it gives the government to intrude into the 
whole process of the way in which the system is going to 
be run by fiat. By his own direct involvement he can then 
make happen what he wants to happen without following 
due process. 

I would like to compliment the member for Lanark- 
Renfrew for the way in which he has approached this. I 
think there is an opportunity here for the government to 
work with opposition members who have far more experi- 
ence in this matter rather than just going off on its own 
without considering something of the history that has gone 
into the development of Ontario Hydro. 

I think the Power Corporation Act is really a power 
grab by the government trying to do its own thing without 
allowing the rest of the people of Ontario to understand 
what is going on. I know for a fact, from the comments by 
the member for Mississauga South and also by the mem- 
ber for Lanark-Renfrew, that this is not going to be an easy 
battle for the minister. I think it is something we will make 
sure the people of Ontario understand fully before it be- 
comes law. 

The minister will be able to do whatever he wants to 
do. We know that is the prerogative of government. The 
fact of the matter is that responsible opposition should 
cause him to rethink his position and to not necessarily go 
down this path just because someone has told him to do it 
since he became minister. There is far more involved in the 
provision of a constant source of power in this province 
than maybe what he thinks is involved. 

I thank the member for Lanark-Renfrew for what he 
has done and I appreciate it. 


Mr Jordan: I too feel that the new minister, from his 
experience on municipal councils and regional and so on, 
must be in contact with the members of the utilities. He 
must realize that the rate for Ontario Hydro will become 
very high as he lowers the units. That is the same as in any 
business. Once you make the capital investment, then 
your next objective is to make the best use of that capital 
investment. 

I am saying to the minister that by leaving the valley of 
power to get deeper and deeper—I can tell him today that 
the peak will continue to grow regardless of these pro- 
grams, that the peak required for 20 minutes during the 
day, morning and evening, will be required and it will 
grow. Even in a recession, it will grow because of new 
products and all the different things. As I mentioned earlier, 
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the electric car is going to be, in my personal opinion, very 
prominent around the cities and it is going to mean more tc 
the environment than we can decide by saying nuclear is 
too expensive. 

The only place I have found anyone questioning nu- 
clear are the people who did not understand the storage of 
the waste. I would suggest the minister go to the new 
storage site near Winnipeg and have a look at it. I am sure 
once he sees it and understands how it is placed in the clay, 
and the safety and the money that has been spent there by 
very well educated people, he will lose any fear he has of 
the waste disposal regarding nuclear energy. 
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Mr Huget: It is indeed a privilege for me to rise today 
to comment on the introduction for second reading of Bill 
118, An Act to amend the Power Corporation Act. I would 
also like to thank the member for Ottawa South, the oppo- 
sition Energy critic, and the member for Lanark-Renfrew, 
the third party Energy critic, for their comments. I think it 
is well known in this House that both members have a 
keen interest in energy matters in Ontario and I appreciate 
their comments. | 

As parliamentary assistant to the Minister of Energy, I 
rise to express my support for the initiative being pursued 
by my colleague the Minister of Energy and indeed by the 
government of Ontario. 

The amendments being introduced for second reading 
are very significant. The people who will benefit from 
these changes will be the people of Ontario. Ontario Hydro 
will now be much more accountable to the people of On- 
tario. The amendments will strengthen the relationship be- 
tween the government and Hydro. It is very important that 
we ensure that Hydro is able to increase the energy effi- 
ciency of this province. 

Hydro is a statutory corporation. The government is 
accountable to the Legislature and the people of this prov- 
ince for Hydro’s activities. It stands to reason that a 
stronger relationship between Hydro and the government 
is necessary. It is necessary to ensure that Hydro is ac- 
countable to the people of this province. It is also neces- 
sary to ensure that the government of this province can 
provide the necessary policy direction to Ontario Hydro. 

It is important to understand that Hydro’s actions can 
also have a major impact on the environment. It is impor- 
tant not to underestimate this fact. Hydro can and should 
provide a leadership role in meeting the environmental 
priorities of the people of Ontario. 

It is also important not to underestimate the key role 
that Hydro plays in the economy of this province. Hydro 
activities can and do have a significant impact on the 
province’s economic development and on social policy 
priorities. It is very important to note that the proposed 
changes to the Power Corporation Act will allow Ontario 
Hydro and the government to work together effectively to 
meet these priorities. 

The people of the province of Ontario have benefited 
significantly from a tradition of public power. The govern- 
ment recognizes that there are some groups in this prov- 
ince that have called for the privatization of Ontario 
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Hydro. Let me point out that the general public has ex- 
pressed no such desire. The people of Ontario have ex- 
pressed again and again a need for increased 
accountability by Hydro and a greater level of responsive- 
ness by Hydro to the concerns and_needs of the public. The 
proposed changes to the Power Corporation Act will allow 
the government to meet these needs. 

The government does recognize that numerous control 
mechanisms are in place. Ontario Hydro presently needs 
provincial government approval for all its major activities, 
such as power supply and purchase contracts, borrowing, 
electricity exports, land purchases and construction of 
facilities. 

Our goal is not so much to increase this control; our 
goal very clearly is to make Hydro more responsive to 
public priorities and government policies. We have cer- 
tainly accomplished this important goal with the proposed 
changes to the Power Corporation Act. The current act is 
being changed to remove the ambiguity about the roles of 
government and Hydro. The proposed amendments will 
clarify the government’s responsibility for setting the 
province’s policy direction and the expectation that Hydro 
will carry out that policy. 

The act will also require the government to consult 
with the Hydro board on the content and effect of policy 
directives. The requirement reflects the board’s important 
role and responsibilities in ensuring that the needs of the 
people of Ontario are met in the best possible way. 

Providing the government with a directive power is 
certainly not new. The Financial Administration Act, for 
example, enables the federal government to direct its pub- 
lic corporations. It also provides for consultation on the 
contact and effect of directives. 

Hydro has always been able to play a role in imple- 
menting government policy, provided that a complex set of 
procedures and approvals were met. The complexity of 
this process has often hindered the efficient implementa- 
tion of policies designed to meet the energy needs of the 
province. 

In the past, previous governments have circumvented 
the process by providing informal policy direction in 
closed sessions with Ontario Hydro. This government does 
not feel that is in the best interests of the people of Ontario. 
This government does not feel that the people of Ontario 
have been served by that closed-door process. That is why 
the government will simplify the process. The process will 
be open and in full view of the people whom Hydro is 
meant to serve. 

The government has the ultimate authority to act in the 
public interest. This government will exercise that respon- 
sibility in its dealings with Ontario Hydro. We will ensure 
that Hydro’s activities are always in the best interests of its 
customers, the people of Ontario. That is what people ex- 
pect from the government of Ontario, and that is exactly 
what the government of Ontario will deliver. 

Mrs Marland: The parliamentary assistant says that 
their government is going to do what the people of this 
province want. What the people of this province want and 
what they have grown to expect is to get their energy at 
cost. They do not expect to pay more than they absolutely 


have to, and even today, to get their energy at cost, for a lot 
of them, especially in the consumer residential use and 
also in the industrial use, because the cost of the provision 
of electricity in this province has increased, those people 
are finding it very difficult to pay for that energy that they 
need: the energy that they may need to stay in business, the 
energy that they may need to drive their equipment in their 
manufacturing plants, let alone the energy to heat and cool 
their places of work. 

To say that they are going to do what the people of this 
province want is outrageous. It is so outrageous, because 
in fact it is not what is going to happen. They are not going 
to get what they want through the purchase of their energy, 
and this government knows as well as I do that this bill 
allows anything else that it wishes to be included in the 
cost of energy, and that is an outright scam. It is an abso- 
lutely disgusting policy direction for this government to be 
going in. 

Mr Huget: I am somewhat distressed by the member 
of the third party who has taken it upon herself to decide 
what is and what is not a scam. I quite frankly find that 
attitude very offensive, but none the less I think it is in the 
best interests of the people of Ontario in particular that that 
type of derogatory statement is not made in this House. 

The people of this province have said over and over 
again that they want Hydro to be accountable to the gov- 
ernment, and it will be with the amendments to the Power 
Corporation Act. There is no question in my mind that my 
minister and my government are prepared to act in the best 
interests of the people of Ontario, as it should be. There is 
no question in my mind that previous governments have 
acted behind closed doors in informal policy sessions to 
set the directions of Ontario Hydro. I do not believe that 
this process serves the people of this province well, and it 
is a process that I will cheer on its departure in terms of the 
way decisions are made in Ontario Hydro. I look forward 
to the amendments to the Power Corporation Act to return 
Hydro to the people of this province. 
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Mr McClelland: Mr Speaker, I too join my colleague 
the member for Markham, who has already expressed to 
you, sir, congratulations for occupying the chair today for 
the first time. I think it is a credit to this House to have you 
sitting there and I look forward to working with you and 
our colleagues in this House under your chairmanship. It is 
indeed a pleasure to be among the first speakers as you sit 
there. 

I welcome the opportunity to make, hopefully, some 
relatively brief comments on Bill 118, An Act to amend 
the Power Corporation Act. My colleague the critic for 
Energy from the Liberal Party, the member for Ottawa 
South, has very effectively, in his usual first-rate style, set 
forth in a very systematic way some of the issues that are 
of concern both to myself and to colleagues on this side of the 
House with respect to the substantive elements of Bill 118. 

It is from time to time seen in this House as a process 
that we go through in looking at legislation and trying to 
critique it. Every person in Ontario ought to be fundamen- 
tally involved and interested in the debate that takes place 
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here today and that under the undertaking given by the 
Minister of Energy, it will be taken to the people across the 
province in committee some time in the near future. 

One of the key components to the success of the manu- 
facturing sector and the job creation history we have en- 
joyed in Ontario has been energy availability for industries 
to facilitate manufacturing, construction, setting up plants 
in this province. 


I am very concerned about the long-term effects of 
what is beginning to take place through the implementa- 
tion of Bill 118. As I said, every individual ought to be 
concerned about what is taking place here. It affects them 
not only as consumers of energy within their own 
homes—it is a very fundamental issue—but also with re- 
spect to the business community. I believe that has been 
alluded to by a number of speakers. 


Let me talk for a minute, if I could, about what will 
happen to the consumer in the home. One of the funda- 
mental tenets of Ontario Hydro has always been, as has 
been stated again and again by colleagues on this side of 
the House, to provide power to the consumer at cost. We 
are potentially departing from that path today with the in- 
troduction of this bill for second reading. It has already in 
fact happened. I will allude to that in a few moments in my 
comments, how the government of the day has already 
fundamentally departed from the principle of providing 
power at cost for the people of this province. 

It will have dramatic impact on the householders, on 
the consumers. Men and women in this province, when 
they start to receive their bills, will wake up and will re- 
spond to the government. I say to my friends in the back 
benches of the New Democratic Party they have not seen 
anything yet. They can rest assured they will be hearing 
from people in their communities. Ultimately, when they 
come to pass judgement on what has taken place in the 
tenure of this government, let the government opposite 
bear in mind that they will be looking to it to account for 
the tremendous cost increase I believe will be forthcoming 
as a result of this ill-conceived policy. 


I believe they have only begun to see what will be an 
unprecedented escalation in the cost of energy being pro- 
vided to them in their homes. We have forecasts of signifi- 
cant increases this year, well above 10% in some cases, 
above 20% in other municipalities. Those bills are starting 
to arrive in people’s homes and people will become aware 
of it. They will be calling my friends opposite in the back 
benches and asking them to explain what is going to hap- 
pen down the road. 

I heard the minister today, in response to a question, 
say it was absurd to speculate that we would be looking at 
increases in the order of 40% or more. I suggest those 
words be marked very well and marked very carefully. I 
am not one to stand here and try and prophesy the future, 
because none of us knows what will happen, but I believe 
firmly that the minister is on very thin ice to suggest he 
will not see unprecedented rate increases over the next 
couple of years. They are beginning now as a result, in 
part, of what the government is doing and the direction the 
government is taking. 
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The minister indicated in his opening comments today 
that wide consultation had taken place prior to the intro- 
duction of Bill 118. Why is it, then, that if that broad 
consultation took place, the Municipal Electric Associa- 
tion, which represents virtually 75% of the consumers of 
electricity in this province, is absolutely opposed to this 
legislation? They are unanimously opposed to this legisla- 
tion and have stated that very clearly to the minister. He’ 
has received documentation to that effect. If that is the 
case, of what effect was this consultation? People who are. 
involved in the delivery at the local level, people who) 


represent electrical associations across this province, have| 
stated they are fundamentally opposed to this and object, 
very strenuously to some of the provisions of this bill. It! 
flies in the face of the concept of delivering energy to 
people at cost, which is at least something we can project. 
and deal with on a rational basis. 

We have had a similar discussion about other legisla- 
tion that has been brought forward. There are any number’ 
of mixes that take place in business decisions that are. 
made. One of those ingredients in the mix is the cost of, 
energy. It is difficult, virtually impossible, to pinpoint it 
and say that as a result of increases in energy of 1%, 2%, 
11%, 20%, indeed 44% over the next two or three years, X_ 
number of jobs will leave Ontario or not come here. We) 
cannot say with certainty what impact it will be, but we’ 
can say with certainty that there will be a negative impact. 
on the economy. There will be a negative impact on house- 
hold economies. Men and women who are trying to make 
monthly payments, who are stretched to the limit, who 
have had it up to here with tax increases, are not well 
disposed to hearing about a hidden tax. It quite frankly is 
not going to be hidden very much longer. 

They are not going to get away with it, I say to my, 
friends opposite, with the tax that is coming through dis- 
guised in this method. Very shortly, they are going to be. 
hearing from people all across the province who are going 
to be objecting to the increases they are putting on them as 
a result of this policy and they will stand accountable for 
the tax increase they are effectively imposing by the back 
door, to use their own words. | 

Over the next few weeks, this bill will be considered 
and will be debated.To this point in time, it has been indi-. 
cated by speakers that Bill 118 fundamentally changes the 
way Ontario Hydro works. It begins to open up the door. 
In fact, it does not only begin to open up the door but it 
opens it up very clearly and widely, basically saying that 
the provincial government can issue policy directives that 
are binding on Ontario Hydro, give it a direction in which it 
must go and give it a direction that must be implemented. | 

In fairness, the bills says they will consult first with the 
board of directors, but having consulted—and we know 
the record of the government opposite with respect to con- | 
sultation: “This is the way we want it to be. We’re going to” 
lay it down and this is what you are going to do”—the 
government has the opportunity and the power under this’ 
act to set out policy directives that it will impose upon 
Ontario Hydro. Having done that, they give them the back- 
door escape and say: “It’s okay, because if we tell you to’ 
do it, you’re not going to be responsible. In fact, we’re not 
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going to hold you accountable for the decisions we make 
you make.” 

For the people who are watching, if they follow what is 
taking place here or understand that, the government goes 
to the board of directors of Ontario Hydro and says: 
“Here’s what we want to do. What do you think about it? 
By the way, if you don’t like it, it’s okay because we’ll tell 
you what to do and you don’t have to be accountable for 
that. We’re going to let you off the hook because we’re 
going to take it.” 

The minister stands in his place and says, “That’s be- 
cause we want to be accountable,” recognizing the fact that 
most of these decisions will be made in cabinet behind 
closed doors and they will be a fait accompli before they 
ever see the light of day. They will not be debated. They 
will not be given an opportunity to be vetted through the 
process of this House and through the elected democratic 
process we have. 

The Conservative critic made very plain his concerns 
about that. We share those concerns. There is a fundamen- 
tal principle involved here that goes much beyond a sub- 
stantive portion of this bill as well. It is a matter of 
principle with respect to saying, on the one hand, “We 
want to be accountable” and, on the other hand, saying, 
“We’re providing a vehicle by which we can do it without 
any public accountability until after the fact, until it is done 
and things are under way.” I find it quite frankly distress- 
ful, and I might even say somewhat offensive, that a gov- 
ernment that espouses openness, that espouses response to 
people in this province would do this at this time. 

I also feel one of the things that is going to happen as a 
result of this bill is that we are going to see people just 
absolutely fed up with the increases they are seeing. I sug- 
gest that as we approach municipal elections this fall, we 
are going to hear like we have never heard before the sense 
of frustration people have with all levels of government, 
with respect to school boards and municipal councillors 
and regional governments. On top of that, at a point in 
time when people in elected office across this province are 
being challenged to respond to men’s and women’s con- 
cerns about the tax load they must bear, the government 
opposite is laying down a path that says we are going to 
add on a tax— 
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Mr McClelland: —secretly that the consumer will pay 
for, and by the way he is not even going to know about it 
until after it is done. 

It was interesting that in debate today, and it has been 
raised both in questions and comments today, the question 
was, “Would you want to proceed with using Ontario 
Hydro as a vehicle to advance your social policy?” and the 
answer has been a resounding no. But what has happened 
today? What is consistent with what has happened under 
the current government? Where have the dollars and cents 
gone, and what has been the impact in terms of the in- 
creased costs that were announced about two weeks ago in 
the average hydro costs across this province, 11%, 12%, in 
some cases more, depending on the locale? What was the 


response? “Well, those are costs that are folded into the 
cost of providing the service.” 

But they are not only that, and I say to the minister that 
if he is going to stand in his place and say that he wants to 
be accountable, he should come clean and lay out exactly 
what it is he wants to do and what he has done. The minis- 
ter has already taken advantage, in a way, of the expanded 
powers he is contemplating by directing Ontario Hydro to 
provide some $250 million in the form of an economic 
package for Elliot Lake. 

I do not have an objection to the government’s making 
that decision as a government, if it chooses to do that. That 
is its prerogative. I may disagree with the decision, but it is 
entitled to direct the funds of the province of Ontario as it 
sees fit. But surely the minister should have the courage of 
his convictions and stand in his place and say, “We are 
putting the money out of general revenues because we 
have an economic program and a policy that we want to 
bring to bear on that particular locale.” But what does he 
do? He says: “We’re going to spend $250 million in a 
given part of the province. We’re already in trouble with 
our budget. We’re well over $9.7 billion in debt. Goodness 
knows, it could be $12 billion or more. We don’t know 
how we are going to handle that because we’re going to 
have to cut back and that is tough for us to do. One way 
we can do it is to maybe slide some of those millions of 
dollars on to the Hydro rate.” 

That is what they have done. When people began to 
understand that after all the government’s rhetoric about 
how it is going to deal with things forthrightly and hon- 
estly, it begins to slide off some of the cost of doing the 
business of government in a hidden form, I think my 
friends opposite in the New Democratic Party will hear 
their phones ringing off the hook. They will begin to get a 
response from their constituents like they have never heard 
before. The honeymoon is over and they are going to hear 
about it on this and other issues, but this will be one of the 
telling elements in terms of their first year. After they have 
had their first year, coming back for year two, the first 
thing they bring on back here is a tax grab, the first item of 
business coming back for their second year in power. 

I know the minister has a job to do. The minister stands 
in his place to do his job and he will do it well, with all the 
bluster he had on the front benches, and it will be kind of 
fun. But it must kind of stick in his craw, knowing him as 
the type of person he is, I would think. It is going to be 
very difficult for him to know that what he is doing is 
sliding a tax grab on to the people of Ontario, the men and 
women who are having a tough time making a go right 
now, and putting it on here, on the first order of business. 
What a terrible thing to have as his first order of business 
aS a new minister, to come in here saying, “I am going to 
hit the people of Ontario with 11%, 12% this year.” Should 
he survive in cabinet in that portfolio for three years, the 
legacy that he will leave for his successor— 


Mrs Marland: You look so gorgeous today. 


Mr McClelland: Sometimes it is very difficult, with 
the member for Mississauga South, but I admire her charm 
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and her encouragement as we participate in the debate 
today. 

The minister will look back at a legacy of an increase 
that has been projected by the Premier’s own appointee of 
some 44%. Will it be 44% or will it be more? That is the 
legacy they are beginning to sow the seeds of with this 
legislation. There will doubtless be comments from the 
members opposite about how that just is not going to hap- 
pen, and I hope they are right, but I think the writing is on 
the wall. 

We talked very briefly about Elliot Lake and what hap- 
pened with that $250 million. It is not an issue of social 
policy, not at all, but $65 million of it goes to where? The 
Northern Ontario Heritage Fund Corp. It does not sound 
very much to me to be about the cost of energy. I do not 
understand. Pardon me, maybe in the two-minute rebuttal, 
if we have it, the minister will help me understand how 
that $65 million in the Northern Ontario Heritage Fund 
Corp has a direct impact and direct relationship on the cost of 
producing power and providing it to the people of Ontario. 

We are approaching the time when we are going to be 
adjourning, but we are going to get into the Smiths Falls 
area and the amount of money that was put into that. Do 
the people of Ontario understand up to this point in time 
that they are subsidizing through their hydro rates $250 
million into a community in the north? Most of us are 
happy to see that some initiatives are being taken to help 
out that community, but how are we going to respond? 
What is going to be the response of the government? Is 
this the thin edge of the wedge that will say, “When we 
have a problem to deal with in one-industry towns in cer- 
tain locales that are economically depressed or having a 
difficult time, we can use Ontario Hydro as a vehicle to 
fund it and you men and women across the entire province 
are going to pay for it and you are going to pay for it 
without having the opportunity of it being debated in the 
format of a budget, represented as a tax forthrightly and 
directly to the people of the province so at least they know 
what they are getting and why they are paying for it”? 
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There are men and women out there who are paying 
taxes and they are conscious of the fact that we have a lot 
of hidden taxes. As they become aware of this, this is yet 
one more and it is not going to be hidden any longer. I 
pledge to all my colleagues here, as will my friends on this 
side of the House, that the government will not be allowed 
to put this through with its being hidden. This matter will! 
go out for public debate and people are going to hear about 
it and they are going to know that the government is laying | 
another layer of tax on them. I encourage people, as they | 
understand that, to call the Minister of Energy’s office, to 
write him, to write their local MPPs, to write their New. 
Democratic members of provincial Parliament across this | 
province and say they object to the fact that a tax layer is | 
being laid down on them without being told forthrightly_ 
and honestly that this is exactly what is happening. 

Earlier in the debate the minister indicated that the nat- 
ural gas producers endorsed this and thought it was a great | | 
bill. I was shocked. Imagine that. Imagine the fact that 
people who are already producing energy at about one 
third of the rate are pleased that the cost of hydro i is going 
to go up 44%. I am not an economic genius, but it cer-. 
tainly did not surprise me a whole lot to hear that the three’ 
main gas suppliers in this province are pleased that hydro) 
rates are going up. 

I would like to spend some time talking about the is- 
sues of cost and supply and security of supply and those 
related issues, but time does not permit that at this point. 
As we are approaching 6 of the clock this evening, I would 
now move adjournment of the debate and continue this 
happy occasion at some other time. | 

The Acting Speaker (Mr Villeneuve): Members will 
have a moment some time in the future to participate in the 
debate and have their moment in the sun. However, at this | 
time this House will now stand adjourned until Tuesday, 
September 24, at 1:30 of the clock. | 


The house adjourned at 1759. 
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